4\ 29 \ OF CHRISTIAN FAITH 
; AND MORALITY? 


Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II.a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. tie right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment Vv No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. im suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment LX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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RUSSIA 


Defender of Christian Faith and Morality? 

by William F. Jasper — In a great role reversal, liberal-left activists 
and the mainstream media are attacking Russia and beating war 
drums, while many conservatives are hailing Putin as friend and ally. 
Are those our only options? 


Putin: Key Player in the “New World Order” 

by Alex Newman — A cursory look at world events, especially in 
Ukraine, suggests that Vladimir Putin is re-engaging the Cold War, 
but a closer look indicates that he is working with the West. 


Putin’s East vs. Globalist West 

by Alex Newman — Russia is essentially an oligarchy, with the rich 
and powerful running the show. And America is increasingly becoming 
as centralized as Russia. Now, we are being drawn together. 


MIDDLE EAST 

Airstrikes Against ISIS 

by Jack Kenny — As terrorists with ISIS beheaded Westerners to 
avenge wrongs allegedly committed by Western governments, the 
Obama administration began bombing them. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

World War I: The Opening Gambit 

by Brian Farmer — In the prelude to WWI, both the French and 
Germans planned for a quick defeat of the enemy. When the war 
opened, it was the German plan that a/most worked. 


THE LAST WORD 

Barons of the “Boob Tube” 

Still Beating War Drums 

by Jack Kenny 
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Goldwater’s Bona Fides 


I enjoyed the article “Get Goldwater” in 
a recent issue of THE NEW AMERICAN. 
Regarding Goldwater, it is instructive to 
note that during the 1990s, he gave The 
Book of Lists his opinion on who were 
the five greatest Americans. They were 
Douglas MacArthur (I concur), Geron- 
imo, and three of the greatest big-gov- 
ernment supporters: Abraham Lincoln, 
Theodore Roosevelt, and Dwight Eisen- 
hower. These three were promoters of 
unconstitutional government expansion. 
So we should consider Barry Goldwater’s 
conservative credentials with much more 
than “a grain of salt.” 
DavID HAMMER 
Bronx, New York 


No Gun Grief 


My wife and I spent three days at the 
Western Conservative Summit with ap- 
proximately 3,000 of our friends, listening 
to great talks by some great Americans. At 
our table of 10, there were three guns that 
I know of, maybe more. Using our table 
as representative and extrapolating would 
give us 900 guns in the room. I suspect 
that’s probably inflated, but I ran into a 
lot of people there who I know for sure 
were carrying. I know for sure because 
I know them. If I had to guess, knowing 
the crowd, I’d bet there were at least 300 
guns present. And guess what? Not a shot 
was fired. No evil weapons jumped out of 
their holsters and shot a bunch of people. 
No high-capacity magazines went berserk. 
Could it be we don’t have a gun problem? 
Could it be a people problem instead? 
WILLIAM F. HINESER, DPM 
Arvada, Colorado 


Just Playing a Role 


Having just read the September issue on 
the militarizing of law enforcement, it 
seems to me that besides the federal gov- 
ernment providing military “toys” to local 
and state police, there is another factor to 
address: The young people going into law 
enforcement today, coming from either 
military service or from high school or 
college, are youth who have been raised 
on violent video games under the “free- 
dom of speech” amendment. 

Many of their “games” are supert-vi- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


olent, involving virtual beatings, rapes, 
and mass slaughter, all designed to “score 
points.” But this desensitizing to violence 
and bloodshed “for fun and games” may 
lead, along with the militarized “toys ’n 
tactics,” to the type of unmitigated vio- 
lence by SWAT enforcers. 

The merciless abuse of nonviolent 
civilians, and eyewitness accounts of 
SWAT laughter after a killing, are in-our- 
face indicators that these “officers of the 
law” deem themselves above the law, and 
have been immunized to violence dur- 
ing their childhood — virtual violence 
for points and for fun. “Virtual reality” 
provides training and inoculation for the 
transition to “real reality.” 

In addition to the federal government, 
parents are responsible for not monitor- 
ing what their children are watching and 
doing, oftentimes even buying sight un- 
seen the videos the kids ask for, or even 
demand. 

My son took a course in law en- 
forcement, and individuals in the class 
were asked why they wanted to become 
police officers. One truthfully replied that 
he “wanted to be able to kick down doors 
and shoot automatic weapons.” 

These games have become increasingly 
lawlessly violent over the years, and are 
still being sold to younger and younger 
children — for fun. 

ROBERT MATTER 
Omak, Washington 


CORRECTION: In “Republicans and 
Democrats Working Together to Re- 
write the Constitution” in the Sep- 
tember 22 issue, we misinterpreted 
a statement by Wisconsin Assembly- 
man Chris Kapenga at the Assembly 
of State Legislatures Meeting in India- 
napolis, June 12-13, where he stated, 
“This is a write the rules convention.” 
Kapenga was referring to a future 
meeting, but we understood him to be 
referring to the June 12-13 meeting. 
This misunderstanding affected the 
wording of several paragraphs of our 
article. We have revised these para- 
graphs in the online version of this 
article at TheNewAmerican.com to re- 
flect what Kapenga actually intended 
by his statement. 
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We just help keep His creations thriving! 


The #1 Researched 
Glucosamine/Chondroitin 
Brand* 


“Help support 
joint comfort 
with Cosamin ASU.”” 


- Robert Henderson, Pharm.D. 
Chairman 


RESEARCHED 
Glucosamine/ 
Chondroitin Brand: 


COsamMINASY 
JOINT HEALTH SUPPLEMENT* 
For Your Joint Health* 


Request your FREE 60 capsule 
bottle of Cosamin®ASU**. 
Call 1-877-267-2646 and mention 
The New Amencan. 


For a list of our products and special 
offers, visit NutramaxLabs.com 


Based on published studies in U.S. peer-reviewed journals, 
Cosamin is the most researched glucosamine/chondroitin brand. 


*THESE STATEMENTS HAVE NOT BEEN EVALUATED BY THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION. 


Cosequin Is the #1 Veterinarian 
Recommended Retail Joint Health 
Supplement Brand ° 


“Cosequin is the 
ONLY brand | trust 
for my pets!" 


- Jungle Jack Hanna 
Director Emeritus of the 
Columbus Zoo 


Veterinarian 
Recommended 
Brand 


Vv 


COSEQUIN 


Joint Health Supplement 
For Your Pet’s Joint Health 


MANUFACTURER'S COUPON EXPIRES 12/31/2014 


ee 
( Save$3 0 


on any Cosequin® brand 


lel cCosequin 


product for dogs and cats 


4 


Consumer: Limit one coupon per purchase. This coupon is good only on purchase of product indicated. Coupon must be 
surrendered at time of purchase. VOID WHERE TAXED OR PROHIBITED OR IF COPIED, ALTERED, SOLD, OR TRANSFERRED. 
Not valid outside the USA. Consumer must pay sales tax. May not be combined with any other offer. Not valid online, 
Improper use or redemption constitutes fraud. Cannot be doubled. Retailer: Nutramax Laboratories, Inc. (“Nutramax’") will 
reimburse you the face value of this coupon plus 8 cents handling provided it is redeemed by a consumer at the time of 
purchase on the product specified by the expiration date noted above and you otherwise comply with Nutramax’s Coupon 
Redemption Policy at www.nutramaxlabs.com. Retailer must send coupon to Nutramax within 90 days of the expiration 
date. Upon request, retailer must provide invoices showing purchases of sufficient stock to cover all coupons submitted. 
Coupons not properly redeemed will be void. Mail coupons to Nutramax, CMS Dept. 55970, 1 Fawcett Dr., Del Rio, TX 78840. 
Cash value .001¢. 


THIS PRODUCT IS NOT INTENDED TO DIAGNOSE, TREAT, CURE, OR PREVENT ANY DISEASE. 


nuTrRamax **Shipping and handling charge of $4.95 will apply. 


LABORATORIES Like us on Facebook 
CONSUMER CARE, INC. www.facebook.com/cosamin 


To learn more and for special offers, visit Cosequin.com 


nuTRamMax 


LABORATORIES 
VETERINARY SCIENCES, INC. 


YSource: Among retail brands. Survey conducted in July 2012 of small 
animal veterinarians who recommended oral joint health supplements. 


Like us on Facebook 
www.facebook.com/nutramaxpet 


nuTRamax 


LABORATORIES 


Nutramaxlabs.com 4-800-925-5187 


A Family of Companies 


AP Images 


Anti-gun Billionaires Now Targeting 


With a series of newspaper ads and billboards, former New York 
Mayor Michael Bloomberg’s anti-gun group Moms Demand Ac- 
tion (MDA) hopes to embarrass or shame the Kroger Company 
into changing its policy of allowing customers to carry firearms 
into the company’s 2,640 grocery stores in the United States. 

At present, Kroger operates its stores under the prevailing state 
laws regarding lawful firearms carry. Shannon Watts, the founder 
of MDA, wants to change that. In a clip on CBS This Morning on 
September 5, she said: “Hopefully, Kroger will respond quickly, 
and we can move on to other companies and other laws and poli- 


Kroger 


cies.” Jan Crawford of CBS noted that Watts’ group “insists it is 
not against guns or the Second Amendment, but believes people 
shouldn’t be allowed to walk around grocery stores with loaded 
weapons.” 

Crawford did not mention the latest poll from MSNBC that 
asked, “Should Kroger shoppers be allowed to carry handguns?” 
with 87 percent of the respondents saying “yes.” Nothing was 
said about MDA having recently merged with Bloomberg’s 
Mayors Against Illegal Guns (MAIG) into Every Town for Gun 
Safety, nor did Crawford offer to correct Every Town’s vast 
overstatement of its membership on its website: “More than 2 
million mayors, moms, cops, teachers, survivors, gun owners, 
and everyday Americans have come together to make their own 
communities safer. Together we are fighting for the changes that 
we know will save lives.” The latest data available shows that 
MAIG has fewer than 1,000 mayors now claiming membership, 
while MDA has a membership of something less than 150,000. 

As Bloomberg and his anti-gun allies continue to conspire to 
attack precious rights of American citizens, word is getting out. 
The attack on Kroger is increasingly being recognized as part of 
an overall strategy and not a single, stand-alone effort, and more 
and more Americans are simply not buying into their efforts. The 
National Rifle Association noted in its legislative alert September 
12, “We know that no matter how much money the anti-gunners 
spend, they can’t buy our freedom, because it’s not for sale.” 


Federal Regulations Cost U.S. Economy $2 Trillion Per Year 


Federal regulations have been costing the U.S. economy more 
than $2 trillion every year and growing, according to a September 
10 study by the National Association of Manufacturers (NAM). 
That cost represents well over 10 percent of GDP, the report said. 
Especially burdened under the perpetually expanding regulatory 
regime are manufacturers and small businesses — two of the 
key sectors urgently needed to drive employment, growth, and 
exports amid ballooning U.S. trade and budget deficits. 

The study, entitled “The Cost of Federal Regulation to the U.S. 
Economy, Manufacturing, and Small Business,” only looked at 
the economic damage inflicted through the year 2012. The cost of 
federal regulations in 2014 is undoubtedly higher. Over the last 
decade alone, more than 37,000 federal regulations have been 
imposed on the American people and their businesses. 

Almost 90 percent of manufacturers surveyed said they view 
regulatory compliance as a “top business challenge.” The pace 
and burden of the decrees, meanwhile, is still accelerating, with 
the Obama administration adding an almost unimaginable 11,000 
pages of regulations in just his first three years in office. The NAM 
said it was time for lawmakers on both sides of the aisle to come 
together and fix the system before it inflicts further damage. 

According to the study’s analysis, an average U.S. company 
pays a stunning $10,000 per employee every year to comply 
with federal regulations alone, without including state and local 
rules. Even more alarming, the average U.S.-based manufac- 


turer shells out almost double that number — about $20,000 
every year for each employee. Small manufacturers, on average, 
paid nearly $35,000 per year per employee just to comply with 
federal regulations. 

A return to the timeless principles of federalism, constitution- 
al governance, sound money, and free markets is what America 
really needs if it hopes to thrive once again. With concerted 
action by the American people to hold their elected representa- 
tives accountable, saving the nation and its economy from being 
crushed under the weight of an out-of-control federal bureau- 
cracy is still possible. 


Illegal Immigrant Children Overburdening U.S. Schools 


A May 29 Reuters article cited Obama administration estimates 
that 60,000 children unaccompanied by parents or relatives will 
pour into the United States this year, up from about 6,000 in 2011. 

This massive influx of children who have illegally crossed 
our borders this year is placing a heavy burden on the Ameri- 
can schools that have been given the responsibility of educating 
them. In a September 3 report, the Washington Times quoted Scott 
Kizner, superintendent of schools in Harrisonburg, Virginia, who 
said of the increase of children in his district who are here ille- 
gally: “It challenges us every day. A lot of these children require 
special services.” 

Kizner said about 5,500 children were enrolled in his district 
on the first day of school. If all of the former unaccompanied 
minors in the city were enrolled, they would represent more than 
one percent of the school population. “I think it is a moral respon- 
sibility [to educate children], so I don’t have a problem with this, 
but we have a legal responsibility also,” he said. 

The funding chiefly comes from state and local taxpayers. 
“The reality is this: The federal government gives us basically no 
money to support these children, so the funding is coming from 
the state budget and mostly from the local budget,” said Kizner. 

Mayor Judith Kennedy of Lynn, Massachusetts, told report- 
ers at the National Press Club in Washington, D.C., on August 
27 that some of the illegal immigrants from Guatemala who are 


enrolled in her city’s public schools are adults with graying hair 
and “more wrinkles than I have.” Kennedy, according to CNS, 
said the federal government will not allow school officials to 
verify the ages of the immigrants, even though one of the students 
turned out to be 35 years old! 

With the tens of thousands of pending cases involving unac- 
companied children who have entered our country illegally, the 
process of educating, housing, and attending to their other needs 
will likely continue for years and cost the taxpayers an unknown 
— but substantial — sum. 
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NSA to Yahoo: Give Us Data or Pay $250K a Day 


AP Images 


A quarter-million dollars a day: That’s how much the U.S. gov- 
ernment was prepared to extract from Yahoo as long as the In- 
ternet giant balked at handing its users’ e-mail messages over 
to the National Security Agency (NSA), previously secret court 
documents released September 11 show. 

The documents, which were unsealed by the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court of Review (FISC-R) at Yahoo’s re- 
quest, “outline a secret and ultimately unsuccessful legal battle 
by Yahoo to resist the government’s demands,” according to a 
September 11 Washington Post article. As a result of its defeat at 


the hands of a secret court that almost invariably sides with the 
government, Yahoo was forced to begin supplying data to the 
NSA’s PRISM surveillance program. 

Companies have long insisted that they were unwilling partici- 
pants in PRISM, but they have had difficulty proving it because 
their cases were sealed and they were forbidden to discuss them 
publicly. The release of the roughly 1,500 pages of documents 
in the Yahoo case — an action that is “extremely rare,” Yahoo 
general counsel Ron Bell noted in a September 11 blog post — 
largely vindicates the tech company’s claims. 

“The released documents underscore how we had to fight 
every step of the way to challenge the U.S. Government’s sur- 
veillance efforts,” and Yahoo “refused to comply with what we 
viewed as unconstitutional and overbroad surveillance and chal- 
lenged the U.S. Government’s authority,” Bell stated. 

The company’s case was heard by the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court (FISC), which, not surprisingly, ruled in favor 
of the government. Yahoo appealed but was forced to begin turn- 
ing over the requested data under the threat of $250,000 in fines 
for each day it failed to comply. The FISC ruling remains classi- 
fied, but Bell said that Yahoo is trying to get the court to release 
materials from that case as well. 

“We consider this an important win for transparency,” he 
wrote, “and hope that these records help promote informed dis- 
cussion about the relationship between privacy, due process, and 
intelligence gathering.” ll 


QUICKQUOTES 


Disputed Election Results Lead to Disunity in Afghanistan 

“Our government is over and we want a new government ... with the help 
of Dr. Abdullah and Dr. Ashraf Ghani.” 

Outgoing President Hamid Karzai begged the two claimants for the 
post to settle the matter and start a new government. A United Nations- 
sponsored review of the election results has been rejected by Dr. Abdullah. 


Culture Analyst Paints a Frightening 
Picture of Our Nation’s Worrying Trends 
“Marriage is disappearing. More than 40 percent of new mothers are un- {Emi 

married. They may be cohabiting at the time of their child’s birth, but [BMH 

about half of these couples will have split up by the time their child is 

five years old. College-educated young adults are still marrying before having children [but in] the rest 
of America, about two-thirds of the population, is not.” 

A senior fellow at the Brookings Institution and the author of Generation Unbound: Drifting Into Sex 
and Parenthood Without Marriage, Isabel V. Sawhill worries about the future. 


California Community Doesn’t Want the Gift of an Armored Vehicle 
“When it comes to help from Washington we, like most communities, 
have a long wish list. But a tank or MRAP (Mine Resistant Ambush Pro- 
tected vehicle) is not on that list.” 

Mayor Dan Wolk of Davis, California, spoke for the city council that had 
voted to get rid of the federally supplied gift of an MRAP. 


Unannounced but Certain Candidate 
Conducts Her “I Might Be a Candidate” Visit to lowa 
“Hello Iowa, I’m back! It’s true; I’m think- 
ing about it.” 

Iowa will hold the first political test for 
the nation s highest office early in 2016, yet Hillary Clinton, the all- 
but-formally announced candidate, played coy at an annual steak fry 
in Indianola. 
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President Obama Delays Executive Action 

on Immigration Until After November Elections 

“Because of the Republicans’ extreme politicization of this issue, the 
president believes it would be harmful to the policy itself and the long- 
term prospects for comprehensive immigration reform to announce ad- 
ministrative action before the elections.” 

An unnamed White House official made the announcement without saying in plain English that Demo- 
crats fear that the promised executive action would damage their chances in the November elections, 
and without acknowledging that rewriting immigration law via executive order is unconstitutional since 
only Congress possesses lawmaking authority. 


Condominium Sells for Less Than a Place in Its Parking Lot 

“We’re looking at setting the benchmark. In real estate, location defines 
value and parking is no exception to that rule.” 

Even though the price of a New York City three-bedroom condo stands at 
$920,000 and the cost for a parking spot under the building now costs $1 
million, real estate broker Shaun Osher has no trouble finding buyers. 


Republicans Being Told to Reject “Isolationism” 

“Constituents in my district are war weary, and I’m war weary.” 
Congressman Thomas Massie (R-Ky.) spoke out after listening to former 
Vice President Richard Cheney call for additional U.S. military involve- 
Thomas ment during a closed-door meeting of the House Republican Conference. @ 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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OF CHRISTIAN FAITH AND MORALITY? 


by William F. Jasper 


[Putin] has restored the state. And Russian 
patriotism.... Little by little, he has become 
the leader of world opposition to the new 
ideological order dominated by the West 
[and characterised by] antiracism, global- 
ism, homophilia, feminism, Islamophilia and 
Christianophobia.... He defends national sov- 
ereignty, family and the Orthodox religion. 
French intellectual Eric Zemmour, 
writing in Figaro magazine 


Vladimir Putin Deserves the Nobel Peace 
Prize: Putin took over as President of Rus- 
sia in 2000 when the country was in an 
economic mess. Putin has brought eco- 
nomic prosperity... Putin put the crooked 
Jewish billionaires in prison and supported 
the Christian churches against the gays. He 
kept America out of war in Syria and Iran. 
Putin is aggressively combating the finan- 
cial shenanigans of the New World Order. 
— Texe Marrs, author, founder of 
Power of Prophecy Ministry 


In a great role reversal, liberal-left activists and the 


mainstream media are attacking Russia and beating war 
drums, while many conservatives are hailing Putin as 
friend and ally. Are those our only options? 


Putin has long been a supporter 
of Christianity and Christian val- 
ues within Russia. He has called 
for the Church to play a larger 
role in citizens’ social lives, bet- 
ter religion Classes in schools, and 
television programs emphasizing 

religious values. 
— from an article entitled 
“Vladimir Putin Vows to Defend 
Christianity Worldwide,” in the 
Christian Post 
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he world has indeed been turned up- 
T side down. Vladimir Vladimirovich 

Putin, a career apparatchik in the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and 
a loyal agent of the Soviet secret police, 
the KGB (and head of its successor, the 
FSB), now not only proclaims himself to 
be a Christian, but has donned the mantle 
of global protector of Christianity and mo- 
rality — to the rejoicing huzzahs of many 
Christians and conservatives in the West. 

However, before bestowing Defender of 
the Faith accolades on Vladimir the Pious, 
we would do well to look carefully behind 
and beneath the highly contrived Christian 
image being spun by the Kremlin’s public 
relations department and gullible Chris- 
tians with short memories in the West. 

Sadly, the quotations noted are not 
unique, nor restricted to wild outliers. 

Former GOP presidential candidate and 
author/commentator Patrick J. “Pat” Bu- 
chanan is a paleoconservative who seems 
to be enthralled with the “former” KGB 
chief. “In the culture war for the future of 
mankind, Putin is planting Russia’s flag 
firmly on the side of traditional Christian- 
ity,’ Buchanan wrote, in one of his many 
pro-Putin syndicated columns. 

The Buchanan column just quoted is 
entitled “Whose Side Is God on Now?,” 
not too subtly implying that Putin and his 
Kremlin comrades are now Heaven’s stan- 
dard bearers against the decadent, post- 
Christian West. 

Well, it is true, is it not, that President 
Vladimir Putin stands virtually alone 
among national leaders of the major pow- 
ers in publicly proclaiming his Christian 
identity, and in condemning homosexual 
“marriage” — while leaders of the so- 
called Christian West have adopted the 
politically correct line that these unnatu- 
ral unions are now sacrosanct? And is it 
not true that Putin and the Russian gov- 
ernment have been spending hundreds of 
millions of dollars to rebuild hundreds 
of Russian Orthodox churches destroyed 
during the militant atheism of the Soviet 
era? Has he not restored sacred holidays 
of the Julian Christian calendar? Did he 
not sign a national law last year outlawing 
advertisements for abortion? To which we 
must answer: yes, yes, yes, yes; true, true, 
true, true. 

Additional “facts” can be cited to paint 
an even more striking image of Putin as 
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First and foremost, in any review of the basics 
regarding Putin, the most outstanding fact is that 

he is a creature of the Soviet KGB, a truly diabolical 
organization nonpareil, which stood for murder, terror, 


and grand deception. 


pious champion of Christianity: cross- 
ing himself and kissing the icon of the 
Blessed Virgin Mary that he presented 
to Pope Francis during his 2013 visit to 
the Vatican; numerous appearances with 
(and blessings and endorsements from) 
Patriarch Kirill of the Russian Ortho- 
dox Church and other Christian church 
leaders; signing into law a “ban on the 
propaganda of homosexuality and pedo- 
philia” directed at children, while Presi- 
dent Obama promotes the LBGT agenda 
at every level and every opportunity; 
speaking out against the persecution and 
murder of Christians by Islamic jihadists 
in Syria and Iraq. 

All of this has led Catholic author/blog- 
ger Stephen K. Ryan to write glowingly of 
“born-again Christian” Putin: 


Is Russian leadership more Chris- 
tian than leadership in the US? Is the 
Russian Government more Christian 
than George Bush or Obama ever 
imagined the US might be? The an- 
swer to both questions is Yes, and 
thanks to born-again Christians, 
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Dmitry Medvedev and Vladimir 
Putin, Christian influence in matters 
of state is rapidly on the rise in Rus- 
sia. Let’s look at the facts. 


All the Facts, Please 
Yes, let’s look at the facts; all of the facts 
— and in context. First and foremost, in 
any review of the basics regarding Putin, 
the most outstanding fact is that he is a 
creature of the Soviet KGB, a truly diabol- 
ical organization nonpareil, which stood 
for murder, terror, and grand deception. It 
was the Soviet Communist Party’s tool for 
the brutal suppression of religion, includ- 
ing the persecution of Christians: denying 
them jobs and education; spying on and 
entrapping them; arresting and imprison- 
ing them; torturing them in unspeakable 
ways; desecrating and demolishing their 
church buildings; infiltrating their agents 
into churches to subvert them. The KGB 
destroyed thousands of Christian church- 
es, monasteries, convents, and schools, 
and slaughtered millions of Christians. 
But it did not destroy the churches ut- 
terly. There remained an underground 


Putin the pious: Putin crosses himself as he attends the Orthodox Christmas service at the Holy 
Face of Christ the Savior Church in the Russian city of Sochi, January 6, 2014. 
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church, whose members were always at 
risk of discovery, arrest, torture, and mar- 
tyrdom. Above ground, the KGB took 
control of the Russian Orthodox Church, 
which became a very useful organ of the 
Soviet atheist state. 

In January 2009, Vladimir Mikhailov- 
ich Gundyaev, better known as Metropoli- 
tan Kirill of Smolensk and Kaliningrad, 
was elected, from a short list of three can- 
didates, to be the 16th Patriarch of Mos- 
cow and All Russia, the highest position of 
authority in the Russian Orthodox Church 
(ROC). The election was called to fill the 
post that had been left vacant by the death 
of Patriarch Alexy II, who had headed 
the ROC since 1990. Documents from 
the KGB archives have confirmed what 
sensible observers had long ago deduced 
from his actions: that Patriarch Alexy II 
(also spelled Alexi or Alexei) was a long- 
serving KGB agent (code-named Droz- 
dov, “Blackbird”), in other words, a traitor 
to his Christian brethren and the God he 
claimed to serve. Putin’s KGB/FSB was 
taking no chances with his replacement. 
All three candidates — Metropolitan Kli- 
ment of Kaluga and Borovsk (code-named 
Topaz), Metropolitan Filaret of Minsk and 
Slutsk (code-named Ostrovskii), and Met- 
ropolitan Kirill (code-named Mikhailov) 
— also have been reliably identified as 
agents of the KGB/FSB. 

Russia expert David Satter, a former 
Moscow correspondent for the Financial 
Times (of London) and the Wall Street 
Journal, wrote of the election in 2009 for 
Forbes: 


According to material from the Soviet 
archives, Kirill was a KGB agent (as 
was Alexei). This means he was more 
than just an informer, of whom there 
were millions in the Soviet Union. He 
was an active officer of the organiza- 
tion. Neither Kirill nor Alexei ever 
acknowledged or apologized for their 
ties with the security agencies. 
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Partners in crime: President Putin and Patriarch Kirill (KGB/FSB agent code-named Mikhailov) 
attend a meeting of top clergy of the Russian Orthodox Church in the Kremlin in February 2013. 


Because Patriarch Kirill is of central im- 
portance to the myth of Putin as the Saul- 
to-Paul, Christian persecutor-to-Christian 
champion, it behooves us to more closely 
examine the man. He has publicly presid- 
ed over, and provided official benedictions 
and exhortations for, Putin’s cynical and 
Stalinesque exploitation of Russian na- 
tionalism and Russian Orthodoxy. Josef 
Stalin, who had very nearly consummated 
the annihilation of the Russian Orthodox 
Church begun by Vladimir Lenin, reversed 
course in 1941. The reason? His erstwhile 
partner in crime, Adolf Hitler, had turned 
on him and had invaded Russia. Stalin, 
needing all the help he could get, cut a 
deal with ROC Metropolitans Sergius, 
Nikolay, and Alexy. In exchange for their 
support in rallying the Russian people, he 
would cease (temporarily) the persecution 
and allow the reopening of churches and 
theological schools. In fact, Stalin’s So- 
viet government paid for the rebuilding of 
many of the churches. The ROC was thus 
placed even more firmly under the control 
of the NK VD, which was later to be reor- 
ganized and renamed as the KGB. 


While Putin was hailed by pro-life forces in the West 
for signing a law restricting advertising for abortion, 
Russia maintains the highest abortion rate (837.4 
abortions per 1,000 women aged 15-44) of any 
country reported in United Nations data. 
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Metropolitan Sergius had shown his 
true colors as far back as 1927, with his 
illegal proclamation that the church would 
be absolutely loyal to the communist gov- 
ernment of the Soviet Union. Stalin re- 
warded Sergius by having him enthroned 
as Patriarch of Moscow in 1943. 

Ever since, the Russian Orthodox 
Church has been the handmaiden and en- 
abler of Soviet and post-Soviet regimes 
that rule the Kremlin. Following Sergius’ 
example, his successors likewise flour- 
ished by pacifying dissent at home and 
providing propaganda to the outside world 
to discredit reports exposing the true nature 
of the religious persecution and subversion 
going on in the Soviet Union. However, 
the cooperation of the church hierarchy 
notwithstanding, persecution of true be- 
lievers returned with a new vengeance 
under the successive reigns of Khrushchev, 
Brezhnev, Chernenko, and Andropov. 

Kirill, though, did not have to worry 
about feeling the sting of persecution; he 
was in tight with the persecutors and on 
the fast track to privilege and power! In 
1969, at the age of 22, he was tonsured by 
Metropolitan Nikodim, one of the ROC’s 
most notorious KGB agents (code-named 
Adamant). The following year Nikodim 
appointed Kirill as his personal secretary 
and began boosting him through the ROC 
ranks: archimandrite, bishop, archbishop, 
metropolitan. One of Kirill’s most im- 
portant services to the ROC/KGB was to 
provide a public face for the Soviet Union 
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at the conferences of the World Council 
of Churches. Kirill, in fact, became a top 
official in the WCC, being elected to the 
central and executive committees of the 
WCC in 1975. 

Such service has its earthly rewards; 
while the Christian brothers and sisters he 
betrayed were tortured and killed, or rot- 
ted away in the infamous Gulag Archipel- 
ago and psychiatric prisons, Kirill (a.k.a. 
Agent Mikhailov) enjoyed the high life of 
the Communist Party’s elite “nomenkla- 
tura.” David Satter writes: 


In 1995, the Nikolo-Ugreshky Mon- 
astery, which is directly subordinated 
to the patriarchate, earned $350 mil- 
lion from the sale of alcohol. The 
patriarchate’s department of foreign 
church relations, which Kirill ran, 
earned $75 million from the sale of 
tobacco. But the patriarchate report- 
ed an annual budget in 1995-1996 
of only $2 million. Kirill’s personal 
wealth was estimated by the Moscow 
News in 2006 to be $4 billion. 


Such is the moral pedigree of “Patriarch” 
Karill, the man who serves as Putin’s “‘spir- 
itual advisor” and public photo-op prop. 
And we have barely touched on the full 
extent of Agent Mikhailov’s ill-famed rec- 
ord. Is this the man who will spiritually 
guide the new champion of a Christian 
world order? Many naive Christians and 
conservatives apparently think so. 

In his current ruse as Defender of the 
Faith, Putin is not only channeling Stalin, 
but also Lenin, that original Bolshevik 
persecutor of the church. Lenin was the 
supreme pragmatist, happily willing to 
use “whatever works,” and constantly at 
odds with rigid communist “purists” who 
failed to grasp the necessity of operational 
flexibility in the pursuit of the final objec- 
tive. Thus, he was willing (temporarily), 
in the early 1920s to abandon “war com- 
munism” and adopt a faux market capital- 
ism (his New Economic Policy) to attract 
foreign capital and stimulate the Soviet 
economy. Likewise, prior to taking con- 
trol in Russia, he instructed fellow revolu- 
tionaries to conceal their atheist fervor, in 
order to win the Christian support neces- 
sary for their communist venture. 

In his 1905 work, Socialism and Reli- 
gion, Lenin wrote: 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


It would be stupid to think that, in a 
society based on the endless oppres- 
sion and coarsening of the worker 
masses, religious prejudices could 
be dispelled by purely propaganda 
methods.... That is the reason why 
we do not and should not set forth 
our atheism in our Programme; that 
is why we do not and should not pro- 
hibit proletarians who still retain ves- 
tiges of their old prejudices from as- 
sociating themselves with our Party. 


Once he had consolidated sufficient 
power, Lenin set loose the Cheka (later 
to become the NKVD, then renamed as 
the KGB, then the FSB) to smite the re- 
ligious allies who had unwittingly helped 
the closet atheists to take control. Putin, 
a lifelong Marxist-Leninist, as well as a 
professional Chekist, is merely recycling 
the lessons learned from the playbooks 
of Lenin and Stalin. None of Putin’s “re- 
forms” are irreversible and his Potempkin 
Christianity is just that, a facade, a velvet 
glove that hides the iron fist of his KGB/ 
FSB gangster state that rules the Kremlin. 


By Their Fruits 

Our space limitations here will not allow 
even a partial cataloging of Putin’s many 
criminal actions that eclipse his much- 


publicized Christian statements and moral 
posturing. Here are just a few items that 
seem to have slipped down the memory 
hole for those who now see him as some 
kind of new global moral leader: 

e Assuming and exercising dictatorial 
powers throughout Russia, unprecedented 
since Stalin’s time. 

¢ Appointing more KGB/FSB agents to 
government positions than at any previous 
time in Soviet or Russian Federation histo- 
ry. As reported by the BBC and other news 
agencies, studies show that 80 percent or 
more of Putin’s political appointees and 
administrators come from the security/in- 
telligence agencies. 

¢ Murdering Russian citizens through a 
number of FSB-run “Chechen terrorist at- 
tacks” in order to whip up public support 
for invading Chechnya. These crimes have 
been well documented in, for instance, 
Darkness at Dawn: The Rise of the Russian 
Criminal State by David Satter, former 
Russian correspondent for the Financial 
Times of London and now a senior fellow 
at the Hoover Institution of Stanford Uni- 
versity; Blowing Up Russia: The Secret 
Plot to Bring Back KGB Terror by FSB 
defector Alexander Litvinenko; The As- 
sassination of Russia, a documentary film 
by Jean-Charles Deniau; The Litvinenko 
File by BBC reporter Martin Sixsmith; 


Red embrace: “Former Communist” President Putin awards Russian Communist Party chief 
Gennady Zyuganov with the Order of Alexander Nevsky, a Soviet honor, in July 2014. In 2009, Putin 
presented Zyuganov with a birthday gift — an early Soviet edition of the Communist Manifesto. 
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Terror provocations: The Moscow Apartment Bombing (above) on September 9, 1999, was one 
of a series of bombings used as a pretext to justify Russia’s invasion of Chechnya and launch 
Putin’s political career. Evidence points to the FSB as the real perpetrators. 


Disbelief, a documentary film by Andrei 
Nekrasov; and The Moscow Bombings of 
September 1999: Examinations of Russian 
Terrorist Attacks at the Onset of Vladimir 
Putin’ Rule by Hoover Institution Senior 
Fellow John Dunlop. 

¢ Invading, bombing, and occupying 
Chechnya, including destroying much of 
the country and wantonly killing many 
civilians, including women and children. 
Independent estimates of the number of ci- 
vilian casualties in Chechnya range from 
25,000 to 200,000. 

¢ Restoring a bust of Lenin’s first 
Cheka chief, Felix Dzerzhinsky (who 
proclaimed, “We stand for organized ter- 
ror’) to a place of honor at the notorious 
KGB Lubyanka headquarters, and at- 
tempting to restore a giant statue of Dz- 
erzhinsky to its former place of honor in 
Moscow’s Lubyanka Square. 

¢ Murdering Russian journalists, whis- 
tleblowers, and dissidents who are brave 
enough to challenge his corrupt dictator- 
ship. Famous investigative reporter Anna 
Politkovskaya is the most well-known 
example, but Reporters Without Borders 
and the Committee to Protect Journalists 
cite dozens of additional cases and have 
named Putin one of the world’s top “preda- 
tors” of journalists. The 2006 poison mur- 
der of FSB defector Alexander Litvinenko 
in Britain is well known, but less known 
are the cases of General Trofimov, Mov- 
ladi Baysarov, opposition Duma Deputy 
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Galina Starovoitova, co-chairman of the 
Liberal Russia political party Sergei Yush- 
enkov, Kovalev Commission member Yuri 
Shchekochikhin, human rights attorney 
Stanslav Markelov, human rights activist 
Natalia Estemirova — and many others. 

¢ Expanding the “soft persecution” of 
Christian churches and organizations that 
are outside of the rigid state control exer- 
cised within the Russian Orthodox Church. 

Concerning the last point above, organ- 
izations such as the Keston Institute of 
Oxford, England; International Christian 
Concern; and others have documented 
that Russia’s Ministry of Justice has been 
using the pretext of “looking for religious 
extremism” to carry out illegal inspec- 
tions, harassment, and suppression of 
Baptist, Roman Catholic, Pentecostal, 
Adventist, Latter Day Saints, Jehovah’s 
Witnesses, and independent churches and 
Christian organizations. Churches other 
than the ROC find it difficult to get visas 
for priests and ministers to come to Rus- 
sia, or to get permission to have meetings 
for Bible studies, prayer groups, and wor- 
ship services. 

While Putin was hailed by pro-life 
forces in the West for signing a law re- 
stricting advertising for abortion, Russia 
maintains the highest abortion rate (37.4 
abortions per 1,000 women aged 15-44) 
of any country reported in United Nations 
data. What’s more, the government still 
provides free abortion service. The offi- 


cial number of abortions in Russia hovers 
around one million annually, but pro-life 
critics say the actual number may be sev- 
eral times that. The Putin government, 
however, does appear to be somewhat in 
earnest on this issue, but for practical, not 
moral reasons. With a falling birthrate and 
facing demographic implosion, Russia 
needs to dramatically ramp up its fertility 
rate to sustain any hope of futurity. 

Vladimir Putin’s condemnations of the 
depravity of modern, anti-Christian cul- 
ture have won rave reviews from West- 
ern Christians, which might lead many to 
think that Putin’s Russia is some exempla- 
ry redoubt of wholesome virtue. However, 
Russia today is every bit as degenerate (if 
not more so) as the fleshpots of the West. 
Pornography, child pornography, prosti- 
tution, child prostitution, sex trafficking 
of women and children, drug trafficking, 
drug addiction, alcoholism, suicide, homi- 
cide, and other social pathologies are ram- 
pant throughout Russia and cannot simply 
be blamed on the “decadent West.” 


The Great Deception 

Soviet KGB defector Anatoliy Golitsyn 
has proven to be one of the most accurate 
and prescient predictors of the great de- 
ception that we are now witnessing in Rus- 
sia. In his famous book New Lies for Old, 
published in 1984, Golitsyn exposed the 
striking emphasis that the Kremlin strate- 
gists placed on conferences and coalitions 
aimed at using Christians to further the 
objective of one-world socialism. Golit- 
syn wrote: 


The Christian Peace Conference, 
composed of East European church 
leaders, dates from the period of the 
formulation of the long-range policy 
[1958]. It has played an active part in 
influencing Western churches in the 
interests of that policy. 

The Second All Christian Congress 
in Defense of Peace, held in Prague 
in June-July 1964, attracted one thou- 
sand delegates, including representa- 
tives of Buddhism and Islam as well 
as the Orthodox, Catholic, and the An- 
glican and other Protestant churches. 
The introductory speech was made by 
Gromadka of [Communist] Czecho- 
slovakia, the president of the Christian 
Peace Conference. 
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Golitsyn further noted: 


The Great Soviet Encyclopaedia re- 
corded that by 1972 the World Coun- 
cil of Churches had been converted 
from a “pro-Western” to a “progres- 
sive” orientation in its policies on 
peace, disarmament, and related 
matters. 


Patriarch Kirill and his ROC/KGB sub- 
ordinates continue to effectively use the 
World Council of Churches as a tool for 
Kremlin policy. However, in recent years 
many new fronts have been established to 
further the same subversive agenda. One 
of the most important new organizations 
may be the Congress of World and Tradi- 
tional Religions, headquartered in Astana, 
Kazakhstan, and founded by Nursultan 
Nazarbayev, the brutal communist dicta- 
tor of Kazakhstan. 

The 74-year-old Nazarbayev joined the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union in 
1962, and rose to become first secretary of 
the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of Kazakh Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lic and chairman of the Supreme Soviet 
of the SSR. Since 1991, he has ruled as 
“president” of Kazakhstan, one of the 
most repressive of the “former” Soviet 
states. Like Putin, he has been magically 
transformed into a spiritual man. But since 
Kazakhstan is a Muslim country, Naz- 
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arbayev discovered that he was a Muslim, 
of course. This also has proved helpful in 
placing Kazakhstan’s communist agents 
inside the Organization of Islamic Coop- 
eration, “the collective voice of the Mus- 
lim world.” 


Universal Phenomenon 
The Nazarbayev “conversion” is not 
unique. Virtually anywhere one might 
look throughout the world today, one 
will find “former” communist leaders 
proclaiming themselves now to have 
converted to Christianity, Islam, Judaism, 
Buddhism, or Hinduism. Genuine conver- 
sions of this type do occur, of course, as 
evidenced by the journeys of Whittaker 
Chambers, Maurice Malkin, Bella Dodd, 
Douglas Hyde, Louis Budenz, and many 
others. However, their breaks were clean; 
they didn’t cling to power or continue to 
push the socialist line. But in case after 
case, the most famous “converts” today 
give unmistakable evidence of having 
simply donned a new costume to facili- 
tate the continuation of their same play 
under a different title. Here are a few of 
the so-called converts who still promote 
the Marxist-Leninist doctrine: 

¢ Dilma Rousseff, president of Brazil 
and “former” communist terrorist; 

¢ Daniel Ortega, president of Nicaragua 
and “former” Sandinista terrorist; 

¢ Father Miguel D’ Escoto, former Sand- 


Christian just war? Putin’s brutal pulverizing of Chechnya reduced the capital of Grozny (above) 


to rubble and killed tens of thousands of civilians. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


inista foreign minister and president of the 
United Nations General Assembly; 

¢ Hugo Chavez, the late dictator of Ven- 
ezuela; 

¢ Illich Ramirez Sanchez, the terrorist 
also known as “Carlos the Jackal”; 

¢ Arthur Waskow, veteran Marxist of the 
Institute for Policy Studies (IPS); 

¢ Mehdi Chamron, a founder of com- 
munist “Red Shiism” in the United States, 
and now an official in the Iranian regime; 

¢« Mahmoud Abbas, chairman of the ter- 
rorist PLO and “president of Palestine”; 

¢ Angela Merkel, “former” communist 
propagandist and now president of Ger- 
many; and 

¢ Gulbadin Hekmatyar, KGB agent and 
Afghan warlord leader of Hezb-e-Islami. 

The list goes on and on. What becomes 
frighteningly clear from a comprehensive 
study of this false “conversion” phenome- 
non is that Golitsyn and other “Cassan- 
dras” who recognized this as a strategic 
Trojan Horse were right. 

So, let’s recap some key points: 

¢ Putin is a lifelong agent (and leader) of 
the KGB/FSB, the communist instrument 
used to persecute, infiltrate, and subvert 
Christianity in Russia. 

¢ Putin is following the playbooks of 
both Lenin and Stalin of alternately (and 
simultaneously) persecuting and exploit- 
ing religion. 

¢ The KGB-run Russian Orthodox 
Church is Putin’s “Christian” propagan- 
da section and Patriarch Kirill (Agent 
Mikhailov) is his right-hand man. 

¢ Far from exemplifying Christian vir- 
tues, Putin is running a KGB-mafia state 
that employs murder, repression, and terror. 

¢ Putin’s “conversion” fits a global 
pattern (Nazarbayev, Rousseff, Abbas, 
Ortega, Chavez, et al.) of Marxist-Lenin- 
ists who are using religion to advance the 
same communist objectives. 

KGB defector Anatoliy Golitsyn’s 
detailed study of the deceptive, gradual 
merging of the communist and non- 
communist blocs under world social- 
ism, tragically, is proving to be all too 
accurate. However, Christians are called 
to “be wise as serpents and innocent as 
doves” (Matthew 10:16). Why then allow 
ourselves to be deceived by a diabolical 
disorientation that would put up an agent 
of anti-Christ communism as a new “sav- 
ior” of Christendom? 
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PUTIN: Key Player in 
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the ‘‘New World Order”’ 


A cursory look at world events, especially in Ukraine, 
suggests that Vladimir Putin is re-engaging the Cold War, 
but a closer look indicates that he is working with the West. 


As manufactured East-West tensions boiled over in 


Ukraine, Miguel (left) and Shaka (right) Calehr 


were blown out of the sky aboard flight MH17, “collateral damage” on the road to world order. 


by Alex Newman 


S before getting on the plane, 


10-year-old Miguel Calehr, as 

countless children do before fly- 
ing, asked his mother what would happen 
when it crashed. “Come on, don’t be silly, 
you’ve been traveling already so many 
times,” Miguel’s mom, Samira Calehr, re- 
members telling her nervous son. “Every- 
thing’s going to be OK.” The boy was still 
frightened despite his mother’s soothing 
words. But with his older brother, Shaka, 
19, by his side, Miguel shuffled through 
the security checkpoint anyway. 

“Mama, I love you,” Miguel said 
nervously before waving goodbye and 
boarding the flight from Amsterdam to 
Kuala Lumpur. It would be the last time 
Samira would hug her two boys. The two 
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siblings, leaving their middle brother 
(who was also their best friend) behind 
because the Malaysian Airlines flight 
was fully booked, were on their way to 
visit Grandma in Indonesia. They never 
made it. Instead, along with 296 others 
on Flight MH17, Miguel and Shaka were 
blown out of the sky over Ukrainian air- 
space on July 17. 

Samira and the whole family are dev- 
astated and will never fully recover. “If I 
could just turn back time. I didn’t listen 
to him. I don’t know, I have no words to 
say,” the heartbroken mother told CNN. 
“Why didn’t they take my life? They are 
still young, they still have a future. Why? 
Why the children? Why not me?” The 
boys’ grandmother, Yasmine Calehr, could 
not hold back her tears either. “Everybody 
is crying, everybody is losing something 


that belonged to them, but we feel like we 
have lost ourselves as well,” she said. 

All across Ukraine, thousands of other 
families are mourning the loss of loved 
ones as well. According to the United 
Nations, by early September, more than 
3,000 people had been killed in the ongo- 
ing Ukranian conflict. The real numbers 
are probably even higher as the civil war 
— fueled by the Russian government on 
one side and Western powers on the other 
— continues to claim more victims. The 
shoot-down of MH17 served to further in- 
flame those geopolitical tensions. 

In Moscow, strongman Vladimir Putin 
blames the West for the carnage, while 
many in the West blame Putin, seeing him 
as a communist thug. Other Westerners, 
horrified by the actions of their own out- 
of-control political leadership, have start- 
ed to view Putin and his regime as an ob- 
stacle to the machinations of the U.S. and 
European Union governments — perhaps 
not a force for good, but at least no worse 
than establishment insiders in the West. 
Even in the American “Liberty Move- 
ment,” Putin has been winning friends 
among those who view him as a roadblock 
to globalism. 

In Brussels and Washington, D.C., 
meanwhile, President Obama and various 
European leaders point to the Kremlin as 
the real culprit behind the bloodshed in 
Ukraine. Indeed, many neoconservatives 
and establishment Democrats imagine that 
Putin threatens freedom in the West. The 
saber rattling over Ukraine, coming not 
long after similar barb trading between 
Putin and Obama surrounding the war in 
Syria, has only added fuel to the fire. 

But what if everything is not quite as 
it seems? What if — despite the “East 
vs. West” and “New Cold War” hysteria 
whipped up by politicians and the main- 
stream media — both sides are actually 
working toward the same goals using 
largely the same means? Sounds impos- 
sible, right? The evidence, however, sug- 
gests it is not only possible — it is exactly 
what is happening. 


“Regional” Approach to World Order 

Despite the saber rattling, globalists on 
both sides of the East-West divide refer to 
their goal as the creation of a “New World 
Order.” This “order” they speak of, as we 
shall show, represents, essentially, a global 
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system of political and economic control 
over humanity. And Putin, a former KGB 
boss, is following precisely the strategies 
toward world order outlined openly by 
the same Western establishment he pur- 
portedly stands as a bulwark against. He 
often refers to his vision as the imposition 
of a new, “multi-polar” world order. But a 
growing amount of evidence shows that it 
is exactly the same order sought by global- 
ist Western powerbrokers. 

One of the keys to understanding Pu- 
tin’s crucial role in imposing the “New 
World Order” on humanity is a grasp of 
how its proponents plan to build it. Rather 
than aiming to foist a full-blown totalitar- 
ian global government on the world all 
at once, top globalists around the world 
have outlined a different strategy. In es- 
sence, the plot aims to divide the planet’s 
people and nations into massive “regions” 
tuled by supranational institutions — such 
as the European Union, which is now re- 
sponsible for the bulk of European laws 
— virtually free of public control or over- 
sight. The outline of that plan is now in 
full public view. 

Indeed, former Secretary of State Henry 
Kissinger — one of the most visible and 
outspoken globalist “New World Order” 
schemers — has explained the strategy 
openly on numerous occasions. Most re- 
cently, writing in the Wall Street Journal 
on August 29, Kissinger, using opaque and 
rather unexciting writing, explained how 
the process should work. “The contempo- 
rary quest for world order will require a 
coherent strategy to establish a concept 
of order within the various regions and to 
relate these regional orders to one anoth- 
er,” he explained in the op-ed, headlined 
“Henry Kissinger on the Assembly of a 
New World Order.” 

But the strategy is nothing new. In 1995, 
fellow globalist and ex-National Security 
Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski, architect 
of David Rockefeller’s infamous Trilat- 
eral Commission, outlined essentially the 
same plan. “We do not have a New World 
Order.... We cannot leap into world govern- 
ment in one quick step,” he said in 1995 at 
the “State of the World Forum,” convened 
by former Soviet dictator Mikhail Gor- 
bachev and backed by the Rockefellers and 
other establishment forces in the West. “In 
brief, the precondition for eventual global- 
ization — genuine globalization — is pro- 
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gressive regionalization, because thereby 
we move toward larger, more stable, more 
cooperative units.” 

Among the most obvious examples 
highlighting the trend is the European 
Union, which is further along than any 
other regional regime in crushing national 
sovereignty and ruling over diverse na- 
tions by bureaucratic decree. Former 
Soviet dictator Gorbachev, an outspoken 
proponent of the “New World Order,” ap- 
provingly referred to the Brussels-based 
super-state as “the new European Soviet” 
— under communism, of course, a “So- 
viet” was a governmental council used 
to control the people and prevent coun- 
terrevolution. Gorbachev was correct in 
more ways than one. 

While the Sovietesque EU serves as 
a model for other areas of the world, it 
is hardly alone. Closer to home in North 
America, top globalists such as former 
general and CIA chief David Petraeus, a 
member of the globalist-minded Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations and the shadowy 
Bilderberg group, openly acknowledged 
what comes next earlier this year. “After 
America comes North America,” Petraeus 
said confidently in answering the question 
about what comes after the United States, 
the theme of a panel discussion he partici- 
pated in. “Are we on the threshold of the 
North American decade, question mark? I 
threw that away — threw away the question 
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mark — and boldly proclaimed the coming 
North American decade, says the title now.” 
As in Europe, the foundation of it all was a 
misnamed “free trade” agreement. 


Putin’s Eurasian Union 

Putin’s saber rattling over Ukraine is pro- 
viding a rationale for continued Western 
integration — via the EU, NATO, and the 
“transatlantic partnership” — to counter 
the Russian bear. But in addition, Putin is 
also pursuing a “New World Order” via the 
regionalization approach. Chief among the 
schemes, for now at least, is the “Eurasian 
Union,” which brings together the regimes 
ruling Russia, Belarus, and Kazakhstan. 
Eventually, Putin and his counterparts 
hope to expand the union to include other 
former Soviet regimes in the region, par- 
ticularly members of the Commonwealth 
of Independent States (CIS). In late May, 
the three strongmen signed what Putin de- 
scribed as a “historic” treaty ushering in 
the “Eurasian Economic Union.” 

Many analysts see the developments as 
the ongoing re-emergence of the Soviet 
Union. In a 2011 piece by Putin about the 
scheming published by /zvestia, headlined 
“A new integration project for Eurasia: The 
future in the making,” the former KGB 
boss denied that his emerging regional 
union represented a rebirth of the USSR. 
However, his words revealed an almost 
total adherence to the publicly announced 
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Working both sides against the middle: Former U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, whom 
Putin calls a “trusted adviser,” regularly outlines globalist strategy to impose what he calls a New 


World Order — plans Putin follows closely. 
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Western globalist strategy for building the 
New World Order — using progressive re- 
gionalization of power on the road to true 
global government while manufacturing 
and exploiting crises along the way. 

“Tt took Europe 40 years to move from 
the European Coal and Steel Commu- 
nity to the full European Union,” Putin 
observed in the /zvestia op-ed, now pub- 
lished on the website of the Kremlin’s 
diplomatic mission to the EU. “The es- 
tablishment of the Customs Union and 
the Common Economic Space is pro- 
ceeding at a much faster pace because we 
could draw on the experience of the EU 
and other regional associations.” Indeed, 
even the harmonized Eurasian regulatory 
regime being imposed via the regional 
scheme is “in most cases consistent with 
European standards,” he added. Soon, it 
may be compatible with regulations in 
“North America,” too, as the EU-North 
America “Transatlantic Trade and Invest- 
ment Partnership” moves along. 

As for Putin and company’s broader 
vision, again, it may as well have been 
spelled out by Kissinger in one of his 
“New World Order” op-eds. Putin wrote: 
“We suggest a powerful supranational as- 
sociation capable of becoming one of the 
poles in the modern world and serving as 
an efficient bridge between Europe and the 
dynamic Asia-Pacific region. Alongside 
other key players and regional structures, 
such as the European Union, the United 
States, China and APEC, the Eurasian 
Union will help ensure global sustainable 
development.” Sustainable development, 
of course, as regular readers of this maga- 
zine know well, represents the pinnacle 
of the Western globalist vision for its new 
order — centralized, global control over 
every facet of human life. 

Putin also explained that his regional 
regime would be “based on WTO prin- 
ciples,” referring to the globalist World 
Trade Organization. Like the other re- 
gional building “blocs” of the New World 
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Regionalization with Russia: |n late May, Putin and the dictators of Kazakhstan (Nursultan 
Nazarbayev, center) and Belarus (Alexander Lukashenko, left) formally unveiled the Eurasian 


Economic Union. 


Order, it will pursue the same goals. “The 
Eurasian Union will be based on universal 
integration principles as an essential part 
of Greater Europe united by shared values 
of freedom, democracy, and market laws,” 
he explained. 

Eventually, as part of the globalist strat- 
egy, the quest for world order will have 
to “relate these regional orders to one an- 
other,” as Kissinger recently put it. Again, 
Putin follows the line. “Russia and the EU 
agreed to form a common economic space 
and coordinate economic regulations 
without the establishment of supranation- 
al structures back in 2003,” he wrote. “In 
line with this idea, we proposed setting up 
a harmonized community of economies 
stretching from Lisbon to Vladivostok, a 
free trade zone and even employing more 
sophisticated integration patterns. We also 
proposed pursuing coordinated policies in 
industry, technology, the energy sector, 
education, science, and also to eventually 
scrap visas. These proposals have not been 
left hanging in midair; our European col- 
leagues are discussing them in detail.” 

Integration with the EU is on the agen- 
da, too, though it may have to wait for 


Putin also explained that his regional regime would be 
“‘pased on WTO principles,” referring to the globalist 
World Trade Organization. Like the other regional 
building “blocs” of the New World Order, it will pursue 


the same goals. 
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Ukraine to settle down. “Soon the Cus- 
toms Union, and later the Eurasian Union, 
will join the dialogue with the EU,” Putin 
said. “As a result, apart from bringing di- 
rect economic benefits, accession to the 
Eurasian Union will also help countries 
integrate into Europe sooner and from a 
stronger position.... In addition, a part- 
nership between the Eurasian Union and 
EU that is economically consistent and 
balanced will prompt changes in the geo- 
political and geo-economic setup of the 
continent as a whole with a guaranteed 
global effect.” 

Ultimately, as Putin makes clear, the 
whole world will be involved. “We believe 
that a solution might be found in devis- 
ing common approaches from the bottom 
up, first within the existing regional insti- 
tutions, such as the EU, NAFTA, APEC, 
ASEAN inter alia, before reaching an 
agreement in a dialogue between them,” 
he wrote. “These are the integration bricks 
that can be used to build a more sustain- 
able global economy.” 

As an example of how it could work, 
Putin pointed to the two largest regional 
regimes on the continent, the EU and his 
“currently under construction” Eurasian 
Union. “In building cooperation on the 
principles of free trade rules and com- 
patible regulation systems they are in a 
position to disseminate these principles, 
including through third parties and re- 
gional institutions, all the way from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific Oceans,” he said. 
“They will thus create an area that will 
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Ruling hand in hand: At the EU-Russia Summit in late 2012, European Council President and 
Bilderberg bigwig Herman Van Rompuy (center) said Putin’s regime and the EU would play key 


roles in global governance. 


be economically harmonized.... At that 
point, it will make sense to engage in a 
constructive dialogue on the fundamen- 
tals of cooperation with the countries of 
the Asia-Pacific region, North America 
and other regions.” 

Of course, Putin is hardly the only 
globalist pursuing that vision. Senior 
members of the Western establishment 
have been openly promoting the exact 
same strategy. In late 2012, for example, 
top EU and Russian leaders, including 
Putin, met in Brussels for the 30th EU- 
Russia Summit. “By working together, 
the EU and Russia can make a decisive 
contribution to global governance and 
regional conflict resolution, to global 
economic governance in the G8 and G20, 
and to a broad range of international and 
regional issues,” explained European 
Council President Herman Van Rom- 
puy, who met with Kissinger and other 
top globalists at the Bilderberg summit 
shortly before being appointed to his post 
as “president” of Europe. “I would like 
to congratulate President Putin for taking 
over the presidency of G20.” 


Putin Visits Latin American Despots 

to Push New World Order 

Putin has been pursuing the “regionaliza- 
tion” approach to the new world order not 
only in Eurasia but on the other side of 
the Atlantic, where he is rekindling old 
Soviet-era alliances with the most viru- 
lent anti-American regimes in America’s 
so-called backyard. 
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In July, for example, both Putin and 
Communist Chinese dictator Xi Jinping, 
an extremely close ally of the Kremlin, 
visited Latin America to push what they 
described as a new “international order.” 
In addition to boosting relations between 
their regimes and the region’s totalitarian- 
minded rulers, Putin and Xi signed huge 
deals with their counterparts in the West- 
ern Hemisphere on everything from trade 
and economic cooperation to military 
issues and espionage. More than a few 
analysts pointed out that the official Sino- 
Russo trips illustrated the fast-shifting 
geopolitical scene, with the world being 
shepherded in controlled fashion toward 
the new, “multi-polar” world order — fea- 
turing a neutered United States, strong re- 
gional groupings, and more unaccountable 
regional and global “governance.” 

From the start, Putin emphasized that 
regionalization was among the major pur- 
poses of his trip. “We are interested in [a] 
strong, economically stable and politically 
independent, united Latin America that is 
becoming an important part of the emerg- 
ing polycentric world order,” he said. The 
ex-KGB boss also touted multiple integra- 
tion schemes as partners in his efforts — 
especially the Community of Latin Ameri- 
can and Caribbean States (CELAC), which 
includes all governments in the Americas 
except the United States and Canada. 

It is not just CELAC, founded in recent 
years by Latin American socialists with 
strong Sino-Russo support as a “counter- 
weight” to U.S. “imperialism,” that Putin 


is interested in. In fact, the Russian strong- 
man said Moscow is “open to substantive 
interaction with all integration formations 
in the Latin American region.” That would 
include the Union of South American Na- 
tions (UNASUR), the Common Market 
of the South (Mercosur), the Bolivarian 
Alliance for the Peoples of Our America 
(ALBA), the Pacific Alliance, the Central 
American Integration System (SICA), and 
the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), 
Putin said in Havana. 

“Tt is vital that all these associations, 
as they develop their external relations, 
should work towards the unity of Latin 
American countries ... both politically 
and ideologically,” Putin said. “We hope 
that consolidation of multilateral coop- 
eration will be an additional factor in the 
successful development of our bilateral 
relations with Latin American partners.” 
Similar trends are taking place around the 
world, the Russian ruler observed, saying, 
“Integration processes in Latin America 
reflect to a large extent the worldwide re- 
gional integration tendencies and indicate 
the pursuit of political consolidation in the 
region and reinforcement of its influence 
on global affairs.” 

Chinese Communist ruler Xi, whose 
regime now regularly calls for a “New 
World Order,” and Putin unveiled a new- 
world “development bank” run by the 
socialist- and communist-minded BRICS 
regimes — Brazil, Russia, India, China, 
and South Africa — when the two auto- 
cratic rulers met in Brazil in mid-July. 
Discussions on the international banking 
outfit, supposedly designed to serve as a 
“counterweight” to Western-dominated 
institutions, have been ongoing for years. 
At this year’s annual BRICS meeting, the 
five regimes finally signed the deal to put 
it all together. 

More than a few analysts have wildly 
misdiagnosed what the latest develop- 
ments mean, claiming that the new BRICS 
bank somehow represents a “challenge” 
to the Western establishment’s vision for 
what it calls a “New World Order.” In re- 
ality, though, most of the BRICS regimes 
and their allies have strong backing from 
the U.S. and European political class. And 
they are all pushing virtually the same 
nightmarish plot for a “New World Order” 
— at least if their own public declarations 
and statements are to be believed. 


19 


Ultimately, as Putin makes clear, the whole world 


will be involved. “We believe that a solution might 

be found in devising common approaches from the 
bottom up, first within the existing regional institutions, 
such as the EU, NAFTA, APEC, ASEAN.” 


In June, Beijing and over 130 other 
national governments at the G77 signed 
a declaration calling for a “New World 
Order to Live Well.” It is, of course, the 
same order pushed by Obama, Kissinger, 
Brzezinski, and others. Billionaire glob- 
alist and Rothschild dynasty protégé 
George Soros, another key player in the 
emerging global order, has previously 
called for Beijing, one of Putin’s closest 
allies, to “own” the “New World Order.” 

UN boss Ban Ki-moon was even at the 
Bolivia summit to celebrate the “New 
World Order” being pushed by the Third 
World regimes. He praised the ruthless 
governments assembled there, calling on 
them to keep agitating for autocratic “sus- 
tainable development” and “solutions” 
to “climate change,” a key pillar of the 
“global governance” schemes aimed at 
shackling humanity. “All countries need to 
act on these priorities — individually and 
collectively,” Ban told attendees, claim- 
ing the “fate of billions” depended on the 


success of their efforts. “That is how I 
understand the theme of this summit — a 
New World Order for Living Well.” As the 
largest bloc of governments in the UN, he 
added, they have a “key role” to play in 
advancing the global outfit’s goals. 


Putin and the “Globalization” 
Strategy on World Order 
The other key element of globalist strat- 
egy, also outlined in the recent Wall Street 
Journal piece written by Kissinger in late 
August, involves the imposition of what 
he described as a “structure of interna- 
tional rules and norms” that “must be fos- 
tered as a matter of common conviction.” 
In other words, alongside the “regional- 
ization” approach to global governance, 
truly global structures must be built in 
tandem to eventually run the emerging 
“New World Order’ as the regional blocs 
become integrated. 

A crucial component of the globalist 
New World Order is the eventual creation 


Control the currency, control the world: At the G8, Putin protégé Dmitry Medvedev showed 
what he called a “united future world currency” coin amid the globalist plot to impose a planetary 


fiat currency in the New World Order. 
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of truly global monetary and financial gov- 
ernance. On both fronts, Putin has helped 
lead the charge. In 2009, the Kremlin even 
published a statement outlining its priori- 
ties ahead of the G20 summit, demanding 
the creation of a “supranational reserve 
currency to be issued by international in- 
stitutions as part of a reform of the global 
financial system.” The IMF, the Kremlin 
statement said, should consider using its 
proto-global currency known as “Special 
Drawing Rights,” or SDRs, as a “super- 
reserve currency accepted by the whole of 
the international community.” The basket 
of national currencies undergirding the 
SDR would be expanded, too. 

The same year, Putin protégé Dmi- 
try Medvedev, then serving as Russia’s 
“president,” pulled what he called a “unit- 
ed future world currency” coin out of his 
pocket at a G8 summit. The coin featured 
the words “unity in diversity.” Then, he 
explained to the audience that it “means 
they’re getting ready. I think it’s a good 
sign that we understand how interdepen- 
dent we are.” In June of 2010, Medvedev 
was at it again. “We are making plans for 
the future,” he gushed at an international 
economic forum in St. Petersburg, Russia. 
“We are talking about creating other re- 
serve currencies, and we are counting on 
other countries to understand this.” 

Unsurprisingly, other “countries” — 
Western governments and politicians, re- 
ally — did understand that. Then-French 
President Nicolas Sarkozy, for instance, 
said at the same forum that world powers 
“should think together about a new inter- 
national currency system” at the upcom- 
ing G20 summit. He also said the world’s 
financial system was “outdated” and 
should be replaced. “We all need to think 
about the foundations for a new interna- 
tional financial system,” Sarkozy urged. 
““We’ve been based on the Bretton Woods 
institutions of 1945, when our American 
friends were the only superpower. My 
question is: Are we still in 1945? The an- 
swer here is, ‘no.’” 

What about American globalists? They 
are fully on board, too. Former Fed boss 
and then-chairman of Obama’s “Econom- 
ic Recovery Advisory Board” Paul Vol- 
cker, for example, has long been a strong 
proponent of a global fiat currency and a 
global central bank. He is widely reported 
to have said, “A global economy needs a 
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Power to the potentates: Putin met with his socialist and communist comrades ruling the BRICS 
nations (Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa) this summer to advance a new “multi-polar” 
world order, which is being built to merge with the EU and, eventually, the United States. 


global currency.” And he has repeatedly 
called for such a system, hoping to see it 
emerge during his lifetime. 

In China, George Soros’ proposed 
leader of the world order, the “people’s” 
central-bank boss Zhou Xiaochuan has 
also frequently called for a new reserve 
currency — in addition to frequent calls 
by the communist regime in Beijing for a 
“de-Americanized” New World Order. In a 
2009 report published on the central bank’s 
website entitled “Reform the International 
Monetary System,” Xiaochuan explained 
that “the desirable goal of reforming the 
international monetary system, therefore, 
is to create an international reserve cur- 
rency that is disconnected from individual 
nations and is able to remain stable in the 
long run, thus removing the inherent de- 
ficiencies caused by using credit-based 
national currencies.” 

When asked about the Communist Chi- 
nese regime’s idea at a Council on Foreign 
Relations event, Obama’s tax-dodging 
U.S. Treasury Secretary Timothy “Tur- 
boTax” Geithner, a regular proponent of 
global regulation and an important glob- 
alist, after acknowledging that he had not 
read it yet, said, “We’re actually quite 
open to that.” 

What would a global currency mean for 
Americans? For starters, it would neces- 
sarily require the loss of the U.S. dollar’s 
status as the world reserve currency. That 
means a dramatic devaluation of Ameri- 
cans’ currency, with all that implies — 
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surging prices for imports on which Amer- 
ica is now totally dependent, for example. 
Right now, America’s central bank, the 
privately owned Federal Reserve, helps 
the U.S. government finance its wars, 
armies of bureaucrats, loyalty-purchasing 
welfare, and other schemes by printing 
debt-based currency. 

If a global central bank were able to do 
something similar, which is exactly what 
globalists such as Putin and his Western 
counterparts are pushing, the emerging 
global government would likewise be able 
to finance its own armies, police, courts, 
bureaucrats, and more. All it would re- 
quire is simply printing “liquidity,” se- 
cretly confiscating humanity’s wealth via 
inflation of the currency supply. Besides 
funding government bureaucracy, the new 
financial leaders would literally be able to 
determine which businesses and countries 
would flourish and which would fail — 
as did the Federal Reserve in the United 
States when it bailed out some too-big- 
to-fail entities while ensuring others went 
bankrupt in 2008. 

Putin is also helping to globalize the fi- 
nancial regulatory regime. In early 2013, 
when Putin assumed the presidency of 
the G20, he had nothing but praise for the 
suspiciously named “Financial Stability 
Board” (FSB) — not to be confused with 
the other FSB, the successor to the Soviet 
KGB that Putin came from originally. The 
new FSB, supposedly hatched by G20 
governments and dictatorships, is meant 


to serve as the global financial police. It 
will be housed, of course, at the shadowy 
Bank for International Settlements (BIS), 
another key globalist institution. 

Outlining the globalist machinations 
in his 1966 book Tragedy and Hope: A 
History of the World in Our Time, the late 
Georgetown University professor and Bill 
Clinton mentor Carroll Quigley, a devoted 
globalist, wrote: “The powers of financial 
capitalism had a far-reaching aim, noth- 
ing less than to create a world system of 
financial control in private hands able 
to dominate the political system of each 
country and the economy of the world as 
a whole. This system was to be controlled 
in a feudalist fashion by the central banks 
of the world acting in concert by secret 
agreements arrived at in frequent private 
meetings and conferences. The apex of 
the system was to be the Bank for Interna- 
tional Settlements in Basel, Switzerland, a 
private bank owned and controlled by the 
world’s central banks which were them- 
selves private corporations.” 


Putin Loves Global “Governance,” Too 
More broadly, on the UN, which is set 
to serve as the nucleus of “global gov- 
ernance,” Putin, again, is fully on board 
with the globalist agenda. Consider, as 
just one example among many, the former 
KGB chief’s posturing amid the recent 
brouhaha over Syria. “The United Na- 
tions’ founders understood that decisions 
affecting war and peace should happen 
only by consensus,” Putin wrote in the 
New York Times as Obama and the United 
States were being made to look like rogue 
warmongers and imbeciles, as contrasted 
with the “responsible” Russian states- 
man (who never mentioned the massive 
Soviet role in creating the UN to begin 
with). “The profound wisdom of this has 
underpinned the stability of international 
relations for decades.” 

“We are not protecting the Syrian gov- 
ernment, but international law,” Putin con- 
tinued. “The law is still the law, and we 
must follow it whether we like it or not. 
Under current international law, force is 
permitted only in self-defense or by the 
decision of the Security Council. Anything 
else is unacceptable under the United Na- 
tions Charter.” 

Before Syria, Putin and his Commu- 
nist Chinese allies also endorsed the UN 
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resolution purporting to authorize inter- 
national “intervention” in Libya against 
their former ally, Moammar Gadhafi. 
Both regimes also supported efforts to 
try Libyan officials at the UN’s kangaroo 
judicial branch, the self-styled “Interna- 
tional Criminal Court” — yet another key 
tentacle of the “New World Order” that 
Obama has offered unprecedented support 
for (despite never obtaining ratification in 
the U.S. Senate for it). 

Before singing the UN’s praises in the 
Times op-ed, Putin and his fellow BRICS 
tulers signed a declaration openly calling 
for global governance under the UN, a 
world currency, and more. “The UN en- 
joys universal membership and is at the 
center of global governance,” the 2013 
BRICS declaration stated. “We under- 
score our commitment to work together in 
the UN to continue our cooperation and 
strengthen multilateral approaches in in- 
ternational relations based on the rule of 
law and anchored in the Charter of the 
United Nations.” Everything from terror 
and “global warming” to “human rights” 
enforcement ought to be dealt with by the 
UN, they said. 

Putin’s unabashed support for the en- 
tire architecture of global governance 
should hardly be surprising. Indeed, long 
before Putin came on the scene, the So- 
viet regime he served played a key role 
in creating the UN, the IMF, the World 
Bank, and more after World War II. Even 
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many of the most important supposed 
American architects of the global system 
— Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter White, 
for instance — were later exposed as 
agents of the Kremlin. 

Admittedly, despite all of the evi- 
dence, it may still seem preposterous to 
some that the supposedly adversarial and 
competing political and economic blocs 
on both sides of the East-West divide 
could someday be merged into one to 
form a genuine world government. But 
what may not be realistically achievable 
today could become very realistic in the 
not-too-distant future, should the current 
frigid relationship between Russia and 
the West thaw. Western relations with 
Russia have changed in the past, when 
Russia has been alternatively viewed as 
an enemy (during the Cold War) and as a 
friend (during détente and glasnost, after 
the apparent collapse of Russian commu- 
nism, and even during the post-9/11 “war 
on terror”). 

Of course, the fact that Putin is a key 
player on the road to world order does 
not mean there are no genuine disagree- 
ments between the Kremlin and the West- 
ern establishment. It also does not mean 
that Putin is indispensable — countless 
globalist minions have been eliminated 
by the establishment after outliving their 
usefulness. 

Finally, Putin’s globalist and establish- 
ment credentials hardly preclude the or- 


Designed for Russia: Like his 
counterparts among Western globalists, 
Putin is a big fan of the UN, which he 
sees as being at the center of “global 
governance.” Since Russia played a lead 
role in designing the UN and the UN is 
mainly a dictators’ club, empowering it 
means empowering him. 


chestration of a real war between “East” 
and “West” at some point, particularly if 
America cannot be induced to surrender 
its sovereignty to a global regime. In- 
deed, more than a few analysts have sug- 
gested that another World War between 
the two sides may be in the cards as a way 
of accelerating the move toward global 
government. 

In 1962, globalist Lincoln P. Bloomfield 
with the Institute for Defense Analyses 
prepared a report for the U.S. State De- 
partment entitled “A World Effectively 
Controlled by the United Nations.” In it, 
he explained how competition or even 
wars between regional super-regimes 
could dramatically accelerate the quest for 
global government. 

“A ‘normal’ historical process, in which 
ever-larger units evolve through customs 
unions, confederation, regionalism, etc., 
until ultimately the larger units coalesce 
under a global umbrella, could take up to 
two hundred years, on past performance 
figures, and even this may be optimistic,” 
wrote Bloomfield. “I have suggested that 
an alternative road may bypass the main 
path of history, short-circuiting the organic 
stages of consensus, value formation, and 
the experiences of common enterprise 
generally believed to underlie political 
community.” 

The plan, he said, “relies on a grave cri- 
sis or war to bring about a sudden trans- 
formation in national attitudes sufficient 
for the purpose.” Using such plotting, the 
“order” could “be brought into existence 
as aresult of a series of sudden, nasty, and 
traumatic shocks,” Bloomfield explained. 
“Thus a hypothetical model can be con- 
structed, fulfilling the characteristics of ‘a 
world effectively controlled by the United 
Nations.’ ... We concluded that in theory 
it could come about in the short, medium, 
or long run by a brink of war — or a war 
— combined with the development of 
evolutionary trends that might favor it as 
the time span stretches out.” 

Either way, as globalists continue their 
plotting, young Miguel Calehr, his broth- 
er, and the other 296 victims on MH17 are 
unlikely to be the last “collateral damage” 
tragedies on the road to world order. Un- 
less the American people become educat- 
ed and organized, the New World Order 
will march on, leaving even more misery 
and death in its wake. 
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PUTIN’S EAST VS. GLOBALIST WEST: 
Merging Into a New World Order 


Russia is essentially an 
oligarchy, with the rich and 
powerful running the show. 
And America is increasingly 
becoming as centralized as 
Russia. Now, we are being 
drawn together. 


by Alex Newman 


ith all of the alleged points of 
conflict — Ukraine, Syria, 
Cuba, Iran, and more — be- 


tween Russian strongman Vladimir Putin 
and the West, the notion that Russia and 
its allies may someday “merge” or “con- 
verge” with the United States might sound 
ludicrous. Still, as we shall show, that is the 
ultimate plan, and it has been for decades, 
if not longer. In fact, even the supposed 
“crises” and “tensions” between “East” and 
“West” — largely manufactured for public 
consumption — are helping to drive that 
process. Somewhat behind the scenes but 
hardly in total secrecy, Putin and his sup- 
posed nemeses among the global govern- 
ment-promoting Western establishment are 
in fact working together toward what they 
call a “New World Order.” 

Toward that end, globalists have long 
been advancing what they refer to as “con- 
vergence.” In essence, for the world to be 
ruled under a single global regime, East 
and West, Third World and First World, 
will all have to “converge” — meet in the 
middle, perhaps. (See: “Putin: Key Player 
in the ‘New World Order’” on page 16) 
In recent decades, however, it has become 
clear that the scheme involves making the 
United States and Europe more like China 
and Russia, rather than the other way 
around, playing the public on both sides 
to accelerate the process. 

This, too, has been a long-term opera- 
tion. As far back as 1953, then-Ford Foun- 
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Despite recent “tensions” over Ukraine and Syria, Obama and Putin have unleashed 
unprecedented U.S.-Kremlin cooperation, including having Russian troops train on American soil 


for the first time in history. 


dation President H. Rowan Gaither, an 
important operative with the global gov- 
ernment-promoting Council on Foreign 
Relations (CFR), explained the strategy to 
congressional investigator Norman Dodd. 
The major tax-exempt foundations and 
key government insiders, he explained, 
were working “to so alter life in the United 
States that we can be comfortably merged 
with the Soviet Union.” The White House 
was apparently fully on board as well. 

It is of course true that, outwardly at 
least, Russian society has in some ways 
become more “Western” oriented, even 
though the tragic and horrific legacy of 
mass-murdering communist tyranny is 
still everywhere. While Russia now has 
many “companies,” the economic system 
is similar to Communist China’s — state- 
owned behemoths run by regime func- 
tionaries and cronies. The system is often 


referred to as “state-capitalism,”’ or, more 
properly, communism with a thin facade 
of “markets.” Even the media in Russia 
remains largely owned and controlled by 
Putin and his apparatchiks. 

The United States, meanwhile, is quickly 
moving in a similar direction, with the fed- 
eral government gobbling up, subsidizing, 
controlling, and bailing out companies while 
increasingly trying to dictate how they oper- 
ate. Power is quickly being usurped from 
other branches and levels of government, 
becoming consolidated in the federal execu- 
tive branch instead of where it belongs. As 
explained in a September 22 cover story in 
this magazine by Charles Scaliger, “In very 
many respects, American government and 
society are now aligned with the vision of 
the Communist Manifesto.” 

In Russia, despite claims of real reform 
from the Soviet days, the old communist 


23 


KGB-FSB bosses still run virtually the 
entire show. “Four out of five political 
leaders and state administrators in Russia 
either have been or still are members of 
the security services,” the BBC reported, 
citing research in a study about the surging 
influence of the KGB-FSB in the “new” 
Russia under Putin’s rule. Unsurprisingly, 
many of the KGB officials in question 
were appointed by Putin himself. Other 
key Soviet figures simply became crony 
“oligarchs,” buying up state-controlled re- 
sources for pennies on the dollar under the 
phony guise of “privatization.” Those who 
oppose or expose them often end up dead. 

Even former Soviet bosses have com- 
pared Putin’s “United Russia” party to the 
old Communist Party of the Soviet Union, 
or CPSU. Still today, Putin and his com- 
rades proudly march their military forces 
around Moscow’s Red Square covered in 
Lenin images and Soviet-era symbols, such 
as the infamous hammer and sickle and the 
red star, as the Soviet National Anthem 
blares in the background. 

Shedding a great deal of light on it all 
was former KGB disinformation special- 
ist Anatoliy Golitsyn, widely regarded as 
among the most important Kremlin opera- 
tives ever to defect to the West. In his book 
The Perestroika Deception, Golitsyn, whose 
track record of predictions has been virtu- 
ally flawless, argued that the appar- 
ent collapse of the Soviet regime 
was, in fact, a giant fraud — as was 
the alleged Sino-Soviet split used 
by Western leaders to alternately 
offer assistance to both communist 
regimes under the guise of pitting 
one against the other. “When the 
right moment comes the mask will 
be dropped and the Russians with 
Chinese help will seek to impose 
their system on the West on their 
own terms as the culmination of a 
“Second October Socialist Revolu- 
tion,” Golitsyn explained. It will be 
convergence, on communist terms. 

Going back even further in 
history, virtually the entire com- 
munist project in world domina- 
tion and terror — from the origi- 
nal Bolshevik revolution and the 
building up of Stalin, to Chairman 
Mao’s murderous takeover of 
China and Fidel Castro’s bloody 
rise to power in Cuba — has 
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been facilitated every step of the way by 
Western globalists. For a good primer on 
the subject, check out Professor Anthony 
Sutton’s Wall Street and the Bolshevik 
Revolution (1974, Arlington House). Not 
only is there very little credible evidence 
to suggest anything has changed, there are 
countless indications that Moscow contin- 
ues to play its globalist-assigned role in the 
building of the New World Order and the 
accompanying merging of East and West. 


How the Ukraine Crisis Fits In 

Judging by events and tensions surround- 
ing Ukraine, it would certainly appear 
— at least on the surface — as if Putin 
and the West are at odds with each other. 
(To understand what is really behind the 
events in Ukraine, William Jasper’s article 
“Ukraine: Unraveling the Planned Chaos” 
in the April 7 issue of THE NEw AMERICAN 
is a must-read.) 

However, as countless senior-level 
Western globalists and New World Order 
strategists have made clear, crises and 
tensions between the various regions and 
blocs are crucial in the dialectical process 
— as observed recently in Ukraine, which 
is now on the road toward fully surrender- 
ing its sovereignty to the EU. Eventually, 
if all goes according to the globalist plan, 
empowered regional regimes such as the 
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EU will all be merged into submission 
under a single global regime, likely spear- 
headed by the United Nations or some 
similar organization that would succeed 
it. So how do Putin and Ukraine fit in? 

There are numerous complex agendas at 
work in Ukraine. But all of them advance 
globalism and ultimate convergence, as we 
shall show. Most importantly, perhaps, is 
how Putin’s aggressive actions in Ukraine 
— backing separatist rebels, annexing 
Crimea, and more — have brilliantly 
served the establishment’s strategy for 
world order. In fact, the Ukrainian fiasco 
perfectly follows globalist bigwig Henry 
Kissinger’s publicly outlined strategy for 
“competing regional units” on the road to 
global government. 

For example, the growing tensions 
served a key globalist goal that otherwise 
would have been far more difficult to sell to 
the European public, which is increasingly 
weary and even outraged by never-ending 
political integration. In Eurasia, EU/U.S. 
bellicosity in Ukraine helped Putin justify 
his Eurasian Union machinations, such as 
justifying the need for integration against 
hostile super blocs. In Europe, meanwhile, 
Putin’s supposed militarism provided fresh 
justifications for surrendering even more 
power and authority to Brussels, giving 
impetus for building up a full-blown EU 
military and for Ukraine joining. 
In Brussels and Washington, the 
alleged threat posed by Putin has 
added renewed urgency to the push 
for transatlantic integration, too. 

Ironically, many establishment 
mouthpieces on both sides of the 
supposed divide actually have 
acknowledged how successful 
tensions in Ukraine have been in 
spurring deeper integration and 
globalism despite growing public 
opposition. “You knew that even 
25 years after the fall of the Ber- 
lin Wall, nothing concentrates the 
Western mind like a Soviet-style 
land grab in Eastern Europe,” ex- 
plained Michael Knigge, head of 


Putin ally Castro, whose regime was 
put in power with U.S. help and who 
remains close to the CFR, backed the 
Weather Underground terrorists before 
Obama launched his political career in 
Weatherman Bill Ayers’ home. 
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Top U.S. globalist and Putin advisor Henry Kissinger, a key player in the Communist Chinese 
regime’s rise to global power and the New World Order, meets Chinese dictator Xi Jinping. 


the editorial team for the establishment 
publication Deutsche Welle, a leading 
globalist mouthpiece in Germany. In an 
op-ed mockingly entitled “Thank You, Mr. 
Putin,’ Knigge wrote: “Your power play 
does what we couldn’t: revive our two 
key projects. With your annexation of the 
Crimea you have thrown a much-needed 
lifeline to two fundamental Western proj- 
ects: European integration and the transat- 
lantic partnership.” Putin’s bellicosity has 
also fueled a renewed push to expand and 
deepen NATO, a United Nations subsid- 
iary, while encouraging traditionally neu- 
tral states, such as Sweden and Finland, to 
join the controversial club. 

How convenient. Is it likely that Putin, a 
ruthless Machiavellian and strategist, is sim- 
ply a fool, and that his actions “accidently” 
strengthened his supposed Western neme- 
ses? The chances of that are slim — after all, 
he did not rise to the top among cut-throats 
and psychopaths by being stupid, ignorant, 
or shy. Instead, behind the scenes, global- 
ist forces are hard at work stage-managing 
geopolitical events to dupe the public. 
Again, Jasper’s article on Ukraine lays it 
all out. The imposition of sanctions by both 
sides advances the cause of regionalism as 
well, just as Kissinger, whom Putin refers to 
as a “trusted adviser,” described. 


Russian Terror Troops in 

America as “Cooperation” Flourishes 
Even while Putin has been deepening ties 
with U.S. enemies — the Iranian dictator- 
ship and Castro’s regime, for example, are 
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still listed as state sponsors of terrorism 
by the State Department — the Obama 
administration has unleashed an unprec- 
edented level of bilateral “cooperation” 
with the Kremlin. In 2012, for example, 
for the first time in history, the Obama 
administration hosted Russian military 
forces on U.S. soil. The pretext: training 
together to battle “terrorism” — ironic to 
the point of absurdity, especially consider- 
ing the critical Soviet and KGB roles in 
creating, arming, and training legions of 
terrorists around the world, a topic that has 
been explored in depth by this magazine. 
“The Russian soldiers are here as invited 
guests of the U.S. government; this is part 
of a formal bilateral exchange program 
between the U.S. and Russia that seeks to 
develop transparency and promote defense 
reform,’ Commander Wendy L. Snyder, 
U.S. Defense press officer for policy, told 
THE NEW AMERICAN in an e-mail at the 
time. “This is the first time that Ameri- 
can and Russian special operations troops 
have participated in a bilateral exercise.” 
While senior U.S. officials remained ee- 
rily quiet about the scheming, Russian offi- 
cials were boasting. “The Russian Airborne 
Assault Force will 
contribute a special 
task group that will 
exercise with U.S. & 
special service weap- i 
ons,” said Russian 
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enko, explaining that the exercises would 
include joint raids on “an imaginary ter- 
rorists’ camp.” 

In 2013, more news about Kremlin- 
White House cooperation was trickling 
out. Especially troubling: The U.S. Fed- 
eral Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) signed agreements to “cooper- 
ate” with Putin’s “Emergencies Ministry” 
(EMERCOM) in a wide array of fields, 
cooperating on everything from the drug 
war and agriculture to terror, science, 
“rule of law,” health, environment, energy, 
nuclear issues, education, culture, media, 
business, arms control, and more, accord- 
ing to the U.S. State Department. 

By 2014, the Obama administration 
was quietly negotiating a pseudo-treaty 
with the Kremlin to share sensitive fi- 
nancial data on citizens with each other 
under the guise of finding “tax cheats” 
— part of the so-called Foreign Account 
Tax Compliance Act (FATCA) intergov- 
ernmental agreements invented by the 
administration and being exploited to 
create a global tax regime. 


Putin and Kissinger: 

Two Gilobalist Peas in a Pod 

Putin now openly cooperates with the 
highest echelons of the globalist estab- 
lishment in the West. Last year, for exam- 
ple, Bloomberg reported on some of the 
myriad links between Putin’s government 
and Goldman Sachs, one of the premier 
globalist banking institutions listed as a 
corporate “founder” of the CFR. Goldman 
CEO Lloyd Blankfein also served on Rus- 
sian Prime Minister Dmitry Medvedev’s 
“advisory committee.” 

Separately, the Russian “Economy Min- 
istry” had just hired the bank (described 
as the “vampire squid” by a prominent 
journalist) to help boost the nation’s image 
and attract more foreign capital. In Europe 
and the United States, of course, Goldman 
Sachs operatives are never far from the real 
levers of power, with many of them regu- 
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larly appointed to lead national and region- 
al governments, central banks, and more. 

Top globalist individuals are more than 
close to Putin, too. In early 2012, Putin met 
with Henry “New World Order” Kissinger 
in Moscow to discuss what Putin’s spokes- 
man described as “world affairs” with his 
“old friend.” According to Putin’s spokes- 
man, Dmitri Peskov, the two establishment 
bigwigs had met on numerous occasions, 
including for a dinner at Kissinger’s home 
in New York. “He values everyone’s point 
of view, and especially such a wise man 
as Henry Kissinger,’ Peskov explained 
to the New York Times, adding that Putin 
was interested in Kissinger’s “counsel” on 
“domestic politics, among other subjects.” 

Last year, Putin’s “Foreign Ministry” 
even gave Kissinger, who was in Moscow 
at the time, an “honorary doctorate” in “di- 
plomacy.” “You have not simply been doing 
diplomatic service or similar activities; you 
have been a global politician for almost 
your whole life,’ Putin gushed. “You have 
many friends in Russia, both among our 
foreign policy veterans and among other 
people as well, who always pay great at- 
tention to your views on how the global 
political situation will develop. So giving 
you an honorary doctorate by the Russian 
diplomatic academy makes perfect sense.” 
Kissinger thanked Putin and noted that he 
had been visiting Russia regularly for the 
last five decades — most of which were 
marked by overt communist tyranny. 

Apparently the mutual admiration be- 
tween the two figures goes back decades, as 
Putin revealed in his book First Person. “Mr. 
Putin has cited Mr. Kissinger as a trusted 
foreign policy adviser,” the Times reported. 

In 2007, Kissinger and former KGB 
terror boss for the Middle East Yevgeny 
Primakov were appointed by Putin to 
co-chair a bilateral “working group” of 
U.S. and Russian political insiders to deal 
with everything from terrorism to nuclear 
threats — two key tools in the toolbox 
of New World Order proponents. That 
“cooperation,” has expanded to unprec- 
edented heights during the Putin-Obama 
era — quite an odd development for sup- 
posed “foes” allegedly working to coun- 
ter each other. 

In the end, unless the American people 
stop it, “cooperation” will become full- 
blown merger, with the world under the 
thumb of a global regime. 
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Airstrikes A 


As terrorists with ISIS beheaded Westerners to avenge 
wrongs allegedly committed by Western governments, the 
Obama administration began bombing them. 


by Jack Kenny 


ot quite a dozen years after the 
Ne: York Times heaped editorial 

praise on then-Secretary of State 
Colin Powell for presenting at the United 
Nations a “powerful case” and “convinc- 
ing evidence” of Saddam Hussein’s con- 
cealment of weapons of mass destruction, 
America’s “newspaper of record” was at it 
again. In an August 24 editorial this year, 
entitled ““A Necessary Response to ISIS,” 
the Times called for another international 
coalition to wage war against a new enemy, 
the terrorist organization called the Islamic 
State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) or the Islamic 
State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL). 

The word “war,” not surprisingly, ap- 
peared nowhere in the editorial. Germany, 
Italy, and Britain have promised weapons 
for Iraq’s army, which must “set aside 
longstanding rivalries and work with the 
pesh merga militia of Kurdistan to back 
up American airstrikes by fighting ISIS on 
the ground.” It is regime change all over 
again as the United States has successfully 
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pressed for a change from Nouri Kamal al- 
Maliki as prime minister in Iraq “because 
only a more inclusive leader would have 
any chance of unifying the country against 
the ISIS threat.” Yet the politics of Iraq, 
the Times noted, “remain dangerously un- 
settled.” Nothing like airstrikes, backed 
by weapons for fighters on the ground, to 
settle an unstable nation or region. Surely 
the United States and its coalition part- 
ners proved that in the last Iraq War and 
in the air war (called a “kinetic military 
response”) the United States and its NATO 
allies waged to bring down the Gadhafi 
regime in Libya in 2011. That freed the 
jihadists to spread their bloodshed and 
chaos across Libya, as well as export it to 
Syria to aid the “moderate” rebels in that 
nation’s civil war. American aid to the 
Libyan rebels came back to haunt us when 
rockets and other heavy weapons were 
used in the September 11, 2012 assault in 
Benghazi that killed the U.S. ambassador 
and three other Americans. 

On September 10, President Obama an- 
nounced he will not hesitate to extend the 
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gainst ISIS 


airstrikes into Syria to “degrade and ulti- 
mately destroy” the ISIS terrorists there, as 
well as in Iraq. A year ago the military action 
the president was threatening to take against 
Syria, which GOP hawks such as John Mc- 
Cain and Lindsey Graham have been ad- 
vocating unceasingly, was to degrade and 
destroy the Bashar al-Assad regime, which 
is fighting the ISIS forces we want to de- 
stroy this time. “If the United States intends 
to strike targets in Syria eventually,” asked 
Washington Post columnist David Ignatius, 
“how does it avoid becoming the air force 
of Syrian President Bashar al-Assad?” Sup- 
porters of American interventionism, some- 
times called “global leadership,” must have 
a hard time these days remembering who is 
the enemy du jour. 


Old Hawks at Home 

It must have seemed like Old Home Week 
for old war hawks as Barack Obama was 
preparing his September 10 address to the 
nation on how he proposed to deal with the 
ISIS threat. Jimmy Carter’s national secu- 
rity advisor, Council on Foreign Relations 
and Trilateral Commission luminary Zbig- 
niew Brzezinski, was back at the White 
House amid an all-star cast of foreign pol- 
icy gurus that comprised a virtual who’s 
who of prominent CFR members. White 
House counselor John Podesta, National 
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Devious duo: Vice President Cheney and President Bush warned repeatedly that “weapons of 
mass destruction” in Iraq threatened the United States and the world. The weapons weren't there, 


but U.S. troops were for nearly nine bloody years. 


Security Advisor Tony Blinken, Middle 
East “czar” Phil Gordon, former national 
security advisors Stephen Hadley and 
Sandy Berger, and former Representa- 
tive Jane Harman (D-Calif.), now presi- 
dent of the Woodrow Wilson International 
Center for Scholars, were among the dis- 
tinguished guests, along with Secretary of 
State John Kerry. Brzezinski, recall, boast- 
ed after leaving office that the CIA during 
the Carter presidency destabilized the gov- 
ernment in Afghanistan in order to draw 
in the Soviet Union so the Soviets might 
endure their version of our Vietnam ordeal. 
No doubt his advice for achieving peace 
and stability in the region is invaluable. 

Even Paul Wolfowitz, the deputy de- 
fense secretary in the Bush-Cheney years, 
was back in the news in August, declar- 
ing at the U.S.-Africa Leaders Summit in 
Washington that the Bush administration 
had won the war in Iraq and that President 
Obama has let that victory slip away. 

“We have won it — in 2009,” the year 
Bush left and Obama entered the White 
House, Wolfowitz declared when asked if 


the Iraq War was a mistake. The “surge” in 
2007 that brought the U.S. troop level up to 
150,000 and a turning of Sunni moderates 
against al-Qaeda fighters are regarded as 
turning points in combating the sectarian 
violence that raged in Iraq following the 
2003 invasion. In 2008, Bush and Prime 
Minister Maliki signed a new Status of 
Forces Agreement that called for the with- 
drawal of U.S. combat troops by the end of 
2011. Obama began a drawdown of forces 
in 2009 and was unable to get an agree- 
ment with Iraq that would have allowed 
thousands of U.S. troops to remain be- 
yond 2011 to train and advise government 
forces. The sticking point in Baghdad was 
U.S. insistence on continued prosecutorial 
immunity by Iraq for any troops accused 
of crimes in that country. 

“T think we could have had one if we 
wanted it,” Wolfowitz said of the failure 
to reach an agreement. Yet if Obama had 
signed an agreement without the immunity 
provision, chances are the ink would hard- 
ly have dried before Cheney, Wolfowitz, 
and others would be challenging the presi- 


American aid to the Libyan rebels came back to haunt 
us when rockets and other heavy weapons were 
used in the September 11, 2012 assault in Benghazi 
that killed the U.S. ambassador and three other 


Americans. 
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dent’s loyalty to our troops. To the pro- 
moters and defenders of Bush War II (the 
sequel to “Poppy” Bush’s famous victory 
in the 1991 Gulf War), nothing has been 
their fault. They made no mistakes. To re- 
work a famous line from an old movie, 
being pro-war means you never have to 
say you’re sorry. 

And sorry they are not, because in fact 
the chaos in Iraq and Syria is no mistake. 
Perhaps Bush believed his own rhetoric 
about a “global democratic revolution” 
and a war that would “rid the world of 
evildoers,” but to Cheney and the rest of 
the architects of the Iraq War, continued 
chaos was and is just what is needed to 
both guarantee and justify a permanent 
U.S. military engagement in the region 
and increased business for U.S. corpora- 
tions in a symbiotic relationship with the 
military-industrial complex — includ- 
ing, but surely not limited to, Hallibur- 
ton Company, where Cheney was chief 
executive officer before becoming vice 
president of the United States. Hallibur- 
ton profited handsomely on government 
contracts related to the Iraq War. 

“The simple fact is that the Iraq 
War was a smashing success — at least 
for the neocons — because it smashed the 
keystone in the arch of the region’s stabil- 
ity,” wrote freelance journalist J.P. Sottile 
for Consortium News.com. “By removing 
Saddam Hussein, his government and the 
Republican Guard, neocons removed a 
bulwark against the very jihadism that has 
policymakers and pundits forever wring- 
ing their hands raw, military contractors 
ringing their cash registers, and the deni- 
zens of the national security state rest- 
ing assured under a blanket of secrecy.” 
The “victory,” wrote Sottile, “achieved 
something the neocons could only dream 
of during a fitful slumber brought on by 
counting the media’s sheep, i.e. a perma- 
nent war in the Middle East.” 


Contempt for the Constitution 

Most Americans rallied behind the first 
President Bush when, after Iraq invaded 
and occupied Kuwait in 1990, the presi- 
dent declared: “This aggression will 
not stand.” Less attention was given 
to Bush’s prediction that the war to be 
waged by a coalition of nations to drive 
Saddam Hussein’s army out of Kuwait 
would result in a “new world order” that 
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Bush’s colleagues in the Council of For- 
eign Relations and the Trilateral Com- 
mission have long desired and designed. 
“The leadership of the United Nations, 
once only a hoped-for ideal, is now con- 
firming its founders’ vision,” President 
George H.W. Bush declared in his State 
of the Union address to a joint session of 
Congress in January 1991. In that same 
month he said in an interview with U.S. 
News & World Report: 


I think that what’s at stake here is 
the new world order. What’s at stake 
here is whether we can have disputes 
peacefully resolved in the future by a 
reinvigorated United Nations. 


The quick victory in the Hundred Days 
War to liberate Kuwait apparently caused 
Bush to forget that his administration, 
while claiming there was no real need to, 
sought and received war authorization 
from Congress — though not a declara- 
tion of war, as required by the Constitu- 
tion. When campaigning unsuccessfully 
for reelection in 1992, Bush showed the 
contempt he had for Congress, where he 
had served for four years as a member of 
the U.S. House, when he declared at the 
Texas State Republican Convention: “I 
didn’t have to get permission from some 
old goat in Congress to kick Saddam Hus- 
sein out of Kuwait.” 

It would be no exaggeration to say 
Bush showed his contempt for the Con- 
stitution as well, since the power to de- 
clare war is vested in the Congress of the 
United States. Obama, who is not seeking 
congressional authorization for a military 
campaign that is likely to last years, said 
essentially the same thing in his Septem- 
ber 10 address to the nation. 

“T have the authority to address the threat 
from ISIL,” the president said, “but I be- 
lieve we are strongest as a nation when the 
President and Congress work together. So I 
welcome congressional support for this ef- 
fort in order to show the world that Ameri- 
cans are united in confronting this danger.” 
The distinction could hardly be clearer. He 
doesn’t need the approval of Congress, 
but he welcomes its support. The power 
to declare war has become the privilege 
of agreeing with the president in whatever 
he does. Obama has claimed the authority 
he needs to protect the American people, 
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A happy soldier returns at the end of the U.S. war in Irag. According to Pentagon figures, the war 
left 4,487 U.S. military personnel dead and another 32,226 wounded. 


though he concedes there is no evidence of 
an imminent attack on the United States. 
“While we have not yet detected specific 
plotting against our homeland,” he said, 
“TSIL leaders have threatened America and 
our allies. Our Intelligence Community be- 
lieves that thousands of foreigners — in- 
cluding Europeans and some Americans — 
have joined them in Syria and Iraq. Trained 
and battle-hardened, these fighters could 
try to return to their home countries and 
carry out deadly attacks.” 

But what is to stop them from doing that 
even if we do manage to “degrade and ul- 
timately destroy” ISIL (or ISIS) forces in 
Iraq and Syria? Surely the president doesn’t 
expect to kill every last soldier of the so- 
called Islamic State. If history is any guide, 
it seems more likely that our continued mil- 
itary intervention in the region will swell 
the ranks of anti-American terrorists. 

“It’s pretty clear that upping our in- 
volvement in Iraq and Syria makes it more 
likely that we will be targeted by the people 
we are attacking,” said Andrew Liepman, 
a former deputy director at the National 
Counterterrorism Center and now a senior 
policy analyst at the RAND Corporation. 
Despite apocalyptic pronouncements from 
administration officials and members of 
Congress, reports of danger to the United 
States have been greatly exaggerated, said 
Daniel Benjamin, who served as the State 
Department’s top counterterrorism advisor 
during Obama’s first term. 


“Spinning” the Public to Panic 

“It’s hard to imagine a better indica- 
tion of the ability of elected officials 
and TV talking heads to spin the public 
into a panic, with claims that the nation 
is honeycombed with sleeper cells, that 
operatives are streaming across the bor- 
der into Texas or that the group will soon 
be spraying Ebola virus on mass transit 
systems — all on the basis of no cor- 
roborated information,” Benjamin, now 
a scholar at Dartmouth College, told the 
New York Times. 

Perhaps an Ivy League scholar, now “out 
of the loop” of Washington intelligence op- 
erations, is not up to speed with members of 
Congress who claim to know better. ISIS is 
a “direct threat to our homeland,” according 
to Rep. Peter King (R-N.Y.). It is “an exis- 
tential threat,” cried Senator Lindsey Gra- 
ham, the South Carolina Republican who 
envisions “an American city in flames.” 
America is “in the most dangerous posi- 
tion we’ve ever been in,” declared Senator 
Jim Inhofe, (R-Okla.). “They’re crazy out 
there. And they are rapidly developing a 
method to blow up a major U.S. city.” And 
who should know better than Secretary of 
Defense Chuck Hagel, who has called the 
Islamic State a threat “beyond anything 
we’ve ever seen” and an “imminent threat 
to every interest we have”? 

Yet even as these frantic warnings were 
being uttered, the Associated Press on Au- 
gust 22 published this news: 


WASHINGTON (AP) — The FBI 
and Homeland Security Department 
say there are no specific or credible 
terror threats to the U.S. homeland 
from the Islamic State militant group. 

An intelligence bulletin, issued to 
state and local law enforcement, says 
while there’s no credible threat to the 
U.S. as a result of recent American 
airstrikes in Iraq, officials remain 
concerned that Islamic State support- 
ers could attack overseas targets with 
little warning. 


Granted, an attack on American overseas 
targets would be nothing to sneeze at, but 
the nation is not in peril. And, as Liepman 
pointed out, increasing U.S. military inter- 
ventions in two Middle East civil wars will 
add to the likelihood of more attacks on 
Americans. 


No “Ground War, ” But... 

President Obama has insisted, time and 
again, that our nation will not be dragged 
into another ground war in Iraq, though 
U.S. Special Operations forces have al- 
ready been reported fighting alongside 
Kurdish units. And airstrikes — more 
than 150 have already been made in 
Iraq, the president said in his September 
10 speech — are still war. Scarcely two 
weeks after announcing the deployment 


of an additional 350 troops to Iraq, he an- 
nounced he would send still another 475, 
bringing the total, counting embassy and 
airport security and advisors to Iraqi forc- 
es, to about 1,600, seemingly forgetting 
that our nation’s cemeteries and veterans 
hospitals remain home to the dead and 
wounded of a war that began long ago 
with a few hundred, then several thou- 
sand advisors, followed by more than 
half a million combat troops — in a place 
called Vietnam. 

There are a lot of echoes from past 
wars in the war drums that are beating 
now. Retired Marine Corps General An- 
thony Zinni, former head of U.S. Central 
Command, recently complained on Meet 
the Press that the nation’s leaders had 
become “paranoid about boots on the 
ground.” The general expressed a robust 
optimism about the task of driving the ji- 
hadists out of Iraq. 

“Very simply put, if you put two bri- 
gades on the ground of U.S. forces, they 
would push ISIS back to Syria in a heart- 
beat and probably take less time, less cost, 
and I think in the long run fewer casualties 
overall.” It was about a dozen years ago 
that Kenneth Adelman, a Washington de- 
fense “expert,” used a famous metaphor to 
describe a quick and easy war that would 
pay for itself with Iraqi oil. 

“Cakewalk,” anyone? 


fa AP Images 


Much ado about nothing? While some were warning of an “existential threat” to the United 
States, President Obama acknowledged there was no evidence of a specific plot against the U.S. 


“homeland” by ISIS. 
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No Pay, No Stay 


When the evening news reported that a 
family’s rent money had been stolen and 
that the family feared eviction as a result, 
one generous viewer decided to help. 

On August 7, Ken Amaro reported on 
First Coast News out of Jacksonville, 
Florida, that the Johnson family had 
placed their rent money in their land- 
lord’s mailbox weeks earlier but that it 
had been stolen. 

According to the report, the landlord 
called the family on July 22 asking for 
the rent, which they had already placed 
in the mailbox. Naturally, the family was 
concerned because they did not have the 
money to replace the stolen amount and 
they feared eviction. 

Luckily for the Johnsons, Mary, a vol- 
unteer with St. Vincent De Paul, a Catho- 
lic charity, was watching and reached out 
to help. “When I saw the news last night 
it just reached out to me,” said Mary. 
“Maybe an extra month’s rent and a night 
out with the two of them might make them 
feel happy again and make them feel posi- 
tive about the world. I have seen people 
have something happen to them like this 
out of their control and it can set them 
back for a while,” she said. 

On August 8, Mary delivered an en- 
velope to the Johnson family. In it was a 
money order for $500 made out to Sunny 
Acres Mobile Home Park, as well as a $50 
gift card to a restaurant. 

Aimee Johnson was shocked by the 
incredible show of kindness. First Coast 
News reports that she cried. “Thank you! 
It brings back my faith in people. We have 
been so stressed out the past few weeks 
ever since we found out that money order 
disappeared. It just amazes me that people 
still help out people they don’t know. This 
means the world to me, it means that I 
have a place to live, it means I won’t be 
worried about losing my home because 
somebody did me wrong,” she said. 

Meanwhile, police say that Western 
Union confirmed that the stolen money 
order had been cashed, and if it is deter- 
mined that fraud has occurred, the John- 
sons could get their money back. That, 
however, could take weeks. Fortunately, 
Mary helped put the Johnson family’s 
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minds at ease. “I feel a weight lifted off my 
shoulders. Thank you so much. I haven’t 
been eating, I haven’t been sleeping the 
last two weeks, I have been worried about 
this, even chewed my fingernails com- 
pletely down. But now? I can breathe,” 
Aimee Johnson said. 


Family Trip 

Most kids hate to see their summer end, 
perhaps none more than the Murset chil- 
dren. This summer, the Murset family de- 
cided to travel across the country to help 
families in need, which proved to be a 
wonderful experience. 

People.com reported that Gregg Mur- 
set and his wife, Kami, decided to take 
their six children, ranging from seven to 
16 years old, from their home in Phoenix, 
Arizona, across the country to spend 20 
days on the road to help 25 families in 
need. “I told the kids and my wife over 
breakfast that I wanted to do this,” Gregg 
Murset, 40, told People.com. “They all 
looked at me like I was crazy,” he said, 
“but when we started to read the stories 
of people we were going to help, their at- 
titudes completely changed.” 

Through Gregg’s company, he was able 
to be matched with groups such as Autism 
Speaks, the Leukemia & Lymphoma Soci- 
ety, and others that connected the Mursets 
to families with children who have cancer 
and other serious illnesses. 

“When you have a kid who is strug- 
gling, the last thing you’re thinking of is 
pulling weeds, vacuuming or dusting,” 
says Gregg. 

The family traveled to multiple cities 
in their journey, including Albuquerque, 
Denver, Kansas City, Chicago, and Buf- 
falo. The trip spanned 6,500 miles. “It’s 
been amazing to watch my own children 
open their eyes and see that the world 
is bigger than they are,” he said. “Even 
the little kids are learning from this 
experience.” 

And the families they’ve helped feel 
blessed to have met them. “They showed 
up at 8 a.m. and we had a list of things 
we needed help with,” said Jim Spencer, 
a 61-year-old father in Warren, Michigan, 
whose 12-year-old daughter, Lexi, has 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Down syndrome and was diagnosed with 
leukemia a couple years ago. 

The Mursets also used their travels 
as an opportunity to visit areas they’ve 
never been to, including the Statue of 
Liberty. But for Gregg, the primary pur- 
pose of the trip was to tap into his chil- 
dren’s altruistic side. 

“There is nothing wrong with your kid 
getting off the couch, doing some work 
and sweating,” said Gregg. “It’s good for 
the kid and it’s good for the soul.” 


Hot Fire Helper 


During a residential fire in Los Angeles, 
California, one man, who has been dubbed 
by his friends “Robin Hood,” saved the 
day, ABC News reported. 

Robin Hood, who wishes to remain un- 
identified, was driving in Culver City on 
August 21 when he noticed smoke coming 
from a nearby apartment complex. He im- 
mediately pulled over and jumped out of 
his car to enter the building, despite his 
girlfriend’s pleas. 

When he arrived at the building, he 
saw flames dancing from the second 
floor and ran toward the fire. At that 
point, he discovered that the entire side 
of the building was engulfed in flames. 
“T started screaming and banging on all 
the doors to wake everybody up and let 
them know there was a fire,” he said. 
“T went up there and there was a guy 
screaming who said he couldn’t get out. 
I shouted to call 911 and I was scream- 
ing for a garden hose.” 

Robin Hood was aided by other resi- 
dents who were able to exit the building. 
Together, they managed to rescue a man 
who was trapped in his apartment. “I kept 
screaming, ‘Buddy I’m going to get you 
out of here,’” Robin Hood said. “I grabbed 
him out of the doorway and walked him 
down the steps and by the time I hit the 
bottom of the steps four to five fire trucks 
showed up.” 

When firefighters arrived, it seemed 
that most of their work had already been 
done. When they asked Robin Hood what 
happened, he replied, “TI got this.” 

Neighbors were incredibly grateful. Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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In the prelude to WWI, both the French and Germans 
planned for a quick defeat of the enemy. When the war 
opened, it was the German plan that almost worked. 


by Brian Farmer 


erman military operations of the 
( First World War began on the 

Western or Franco-Belgian front. 
To understand why Europe slid so rap- 
idly into the abyss (for the background, 
see “Prelude to the Guns of August,” THE 
New AMERICAN, August 25, 2014), one 
needs to consider the strategic position in 
which Germany found itself. As explained 
in that previous article in this series cover- 
ing the 100th-anniversary period of World 
War I, military mobilization effectively 
meant war for every nation that took such 
action. This was especially true for Ger- 
many because it was outnumbered by its 
opponents and because of the German war 
plan, which had been shaped by the recog- 
nition of Germany’s numerically inferior 
position. Open to attack from the west 
(by France) and from the east (by Russia), 
Germany would be facing armies almost 
twice the size of the combined German 
and Austro-Hungarian forces. If Germany 
divided its army equally, placing half in 
the west to face France and half in the east 
to face Russia, then the numerical superi- 
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ority of strength arrayed against it would 
be virtually impossible to withstand, es- 
pecially if the war turned out to be a pro- 
tracted one, since Germany was not in a 
position to win a war of attrition. 


The Von Schlieffen Plan 


The war plan that Germany ultimately 
adopted was created by Count Alfred 
von Schlieffen, chief of the General Staff 
from 1891 to 1905. Schlieffen decided 
that the only course for Germany, when 
faced with a war on two fronts, was to 
concentrate its forces in order to defeat 
one enemy, then to turn and deal with the 
other foe. Germany would literally have 
to fight two separate, consecutive wars, 
using almost its whole army for each one. 
This course of action was possible only 
because Germany could mobilize much 
more rapidly than could Russia, due to 
its superior rail network and smaller land 
area. Schlieffen’s proposal was to exploit 
the resulting time gap between the com- 
pletion of the German and Russian mobi- 
lizations for a sudden attack on France. 
Three considerations made France the 
target for the first attack: (1) France could 


German infantry are shown advancing on the 
battlefield in 1914. The spiked helmets proved 
to be more ornamental than practical and were 
later replaced by helmets that were designed to 
provide more protection. 


mobilize more quickly than could Russia, 
making it initially the more dangerous 
adversary; (2) the Russian concentration 
of forces might take place too far to the 
east for German forces to reach quickly, 
which would likely cause a spoiling at- 
tack to fail; and (3) the Russian forces 
might retreat into the interior of its enor- 
mous land mass, thus depriving Germany 
of the quick victory it needed. 

The gap in time between the comple- 
tion of the German and Russian mobiliza- 
tions was estimated to be no more than six 
weeks. It was during that time span that 
France had to be knocked out of the war, 
freeing Germany to turn east and deal with 
the Russian forces that would by then be 
expected to come pouring over Germany’s 
eastern frontier. But how was France to be 
beaten in just six weeks? The Franco-Ger- 
man border was 150 miles long, and half 
of it was covered by the Vosges Moun- 
tains, with only the gap around the Belfort 
area providing an easy entry into France. 
Making the situation even worse, France 
had extended its natural defenses by a 
chain of fortifications that ran by way of 
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Belfort and Verdun to the borders of Lux- 
embourg and Belgium. Just past Verdun 
lay the Ardennes region, which was hilly 
and wooded and would slow any advance. 
Schlieffen was convinced that a frontal as- 
sault could achieve only limited success 
because the enemy could just fall back and 
survive to fight another day. From the Ger- 
man perspective, this type of war was use- 
less, for with every day that victory was 
delayed in the West, the Russians would 
be growing stronger in the East. From his 
study of military history, Schlieffen con- 
cluded that a quick victory was possible 
only if French forces could be outflanked 
and encircled. 

Obviously, there were two flanks to 
the French defensive line. If the Germans 
moved to their left (around the southern 
flank of the French line), they would 
have to pass through the Jura Mountains 
of Switzerland, which would slow their 
advance, and they would emerge far 
from any vital point in France. However, 
studies that Schlieffen conducted during 
staff rides convinced 
him that, by moving 
very wide to the right 
(around the northern 
flank of the French 
line), through Luxem- 
bourg, Belgium, and 
the southern part of 
Holland, it would be 
possible to circumvent 
the French defenses. 
The invasion of Dutch 
territory seemed neces- 
sary, because any Ger- 
man advance north of 
the Ardennes would run 
into the narrow gorge 
of the Meuse River val- 
ley, which was blocked 
by the fortress city of 
Liege. By marching 
north of Liege, through 
the southern part of 
Holland, German forces 
could bypass the Liége 
fortress. Thus, at the 
same time that Schlief- 
fen was exploiting a 
gap in time, he would 
also be exploiting a gap 
in space. This double 
exploitation of the two 
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The Schlieffen Plan (shown here) called for luring French forces i 


enemies’ weaknesses was the key to the 
plan and the brilliance of the strategy. 

Although Luxembourg, Belgium, and 
Holland were neutral countries, Schlief- 
fen and the German General Staff did not 
worry about the infamy that would ac- 
company the violation of their neutrality. 
The German military leadership believed 
that France intended to violate Belgian 
neutrality, no matter what Germany did, 
and Schlieffen was convinced that con- 
centrating German forces on the border 
with Belgium would lure French forces 
into invading Belgium first, in order to 
set up a better defensive line in the Meuse 
River valley. Indeed, until 1912, French 
war plans called for the invasion of Bel- 
gium, and it was only the political consid- 
eration of Great Britain’s attitude toward 
such a maneuver that caused France to 
abandon it. 

Schlieffen’s plan called for position- 
ing 10 divisions in East Prussia, in order 
to defend against a Russian invasion. All 
of the rest of the German army would be 


deployed in the west against France, and 
the bulk of it would go to the right (north) 
wing, which would pivot at Metz, march 
through Belgium and northern France, 
cross the Seine River to the northwest of 
Paris, sweep around Paris to the west and 
south, and hammer the French army back 
against the Swiss frontier (see map). This 
hammerhead of a right wing was to be as 
strong as possible, and Schlieffen allot- 
ted 79 divisions to it. The German left 
(south) wing, holding the line from Metz 
to the Swiss frontier, was to be given only 
nine divisions, some reserve forces, and 
the garrisons of Metz and Strasbourg. 
Schlieffen anticipated that, at the out- 
set of war, France would launch attacks 
against Alsace-Lorraine. He therefore 
planned that his left wing would swing 
back, again pivoting at Metz, in order to 
lure the French army away from the de- 
cisive northern sector. 

However, the German army was never 
large enough to be able to deploy the 
number of divisions necessary to ensure 
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ea strong 
German right wing quickly encircled Paris and forced a French capitulation. Germany was not able to field enough 
troops to carry out the plan successfully. 
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Schlieffen decided that the only course 
for Germany, when faced with a war on 

two fronts, was to concentrate its forces in 
order to defeat one enemy, then to turn and 


deal with the other foe. 


that Schlieffen’s plan could be carried 
out successfully. Worse still, the addi- 
tion of the British Expeditionary Force 
(BEF) to the French order of battle was 
to make the German troop shortage des- 
perate, especially after the Italians, who 
were supposed to fight on Germany’s side 
in southern France, failed to honor their 
commitments under the provisions of the 
Triple Alliance. 


Too Many Generals Spoil the War 

General Helmuth von Moltke succeeded 
Schlieffen as chief of the General 
Staff in 1905. Moltke was un- 
happy with the Schlieffen Plan, 
considering it to be too much of 
a gamble. Although he was right, 
his attempts to make it less of a 
gamble undermined rather than 
enhanced its chances of success. 
He worried about the weakness of 
the German left wing from Metz 
to the Swiss border and feared 
that a French offensive would 
cut in behind his forces and 
sever his lines of communica- 
tions. Moltke therefore assigned 
most of the new divisions that 
became available between 1905 
and 1914 to the left wing rather 
than to the right wing. By doing 
so, Moltke gained some imag- 
ined security but actually cre- 
ated a greater risk, for the whole 
point of Schlieffen’s strategy had 
been to emphasize the weight of 
the swinging hammerhead of the 
right wing. The concentration of 
force on the right and the great 
wheeling-around maneuver were 
meant to increase the chances 
that the German army would 
fight its decisive battle with a 
local superiority of force. This 
calculation was not a certainty, 
for the French might be able to 
switch their forces to the threat- 
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ened sector in time to thwart 
the German strategy. Hence, 
the weakness of the German 
left wing was as much a part 
of the Schlieffen Plan as 
was the strength of the right 
wing. The more deeply that 
the French became commit- 
ted to Alsace-Lorraine, the 
less hope they would have of disengag- 
ing themselves in time to meet the Ger- 
man swoop from the north and west. By 
altering the relative strengths of his wings, 
Moltke showed that he did not adequately 
comprehend the essence of Schlieffen’s 
strategy. 

The second important change initiated 
by Moltke was the cancellation of the in- 
vasion of Dutch territory. He wrote: 


A hostile Holland at our back could 
have disastrous consequences for the 


German General Helmuth von Moltke was a reluctant chief of staff, 
chosen by the Kaiser for his name (his great uncle was a victorious 
military leader against France during 1870) rather than for his 

leadership qualities. 


advance of the German army to the 
west. Particularly if England should 
use the violation of Belgian neutral- 
ity as a pretext for entering the war 
against us.... 

Furthermore it will be very im- 
portant to have in Holland a country 
whose neutrality allows us to have 
imports and supplies. She must be the 
windpipe that enables us to breathe. 


Those comments are significant, because 
they show that Moltke had lost confi- 
dence in the quick victory on the West- 
ern Front that Germany needed. “Imports 
and supplies” are vital considerations for 
a protracted war but are of minor concern 
for a six-week campaign. As the alterna- 
tive to marching across southern Holland, 
Moltke decided that the potential bottle- 
neck in the Meuse River valley at Liége 
would have to be cleared at the outbreak 
of hostilities, which meant that 
Belgium would have to be in- 
vaded while the German mo- 
bilization was still under way. 

The French war plan, known 
as Plan XVII, which was com- 
pleted in February of 1914 
under the direction of General 
Joseph Joffre, played perfectly 
into the expectations of the 
Schlieffen Plan. Joffre anticipat- 
ed that Germany would invade 
Belgium but did not believe that 
the Germans would try to move 
in force west of the Meuse 
River. A German advance into 
Belgium was welcomed, since 
Joffre calculated that, if Ger- 
many strengthened its right 
wing, then either its center or 
its left wing must be relatively 
weak. He therefore proposed to 
attack first the German left wing 
in the region between Metz and 
Strasbourg, and then to launch 
a second offensive against the 
German center north of Metz. 
French intelligence underesti- 
mated German strength, assum- 
ing that Germany, like France, 
would not use its reserves at 
the outbreak of the war. It was 
this miscalculation that helped 
to compensate Germany for its 
shortage of troops under the 
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French General Joseph Joffre (in dark uniform, sporting white mustache) is shown here inspecting troops. His Plan XVII proved to be a failure, but 


he learned from his mistakes and ultimately succeeded in turning back the German invasion of France. 


Schlieffen Plan and allowed the plan to be 
as successful as it was in the opening weeks 
of the war. 

Liége was considered to be one of the 
strongest fortresses in Europe. The city 
was protected by 12 forts, arranged in a 
ring 10 miles in diameter and dominating 
the surrounding terrain with their guns. 
Although its position was very strong, 
its garrison of 40,000 men was not large 
enough to defend the gaps between the 
forts. The German plan was for special 
units, under cover of artillery fire, to 
penetrate the gaps between the forts and 
capture the city. Those units crossed into 
Belgium on August 4 and encountered en- 
trenched Belgian infantry. After several 
days of heavy fighting, Li¢ge finally fell 
on August 7. But the forts continued to 
hold out, so, on August 12, the Germans 
brought up their heavy siege guns. These 
42-centimeter howitzers, the heaviest ar- 
tillery used up to that time, were too much 
for the forts, since they had been built to 
withstand shelling from only up to 21-cen- 
timeter cannon fire. The last fort fell on 
August 16, allowing the westward march 
of the German First and Second armies to 
begin on the right wing. 

The initial meeting of the main Allied and 
German armies on the Western Front con- 
sisted of four separate engagements, which 
became known as the Battle of the Fron- 
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tiers. The first engagement was the French 
offensive in Lorraine, which commenced on 
August 14. For four days the Germans fell 
back slowly, delaying with rear guards and 
artillery fire, and inflicting heavy casualties. 
As the planned final line of resistance was 
neared, the German defense stiffened. On 
August 20, the Germans counterattacked 
and pushed the French back all along the 
line. For the next five days, the French with- 
drew and established themselves on the for- 
tified heights around Nancy. Believing the 
French armies to be beaten, Moltke changed 
the battle plan and authorized offensive 
operations around Nancy, something that 
Schlieffen had always warned against. The 
French defeat in Lorraine actually turned 
out well for France, because it tied down 
German troops and kept Moltke from send- 
ing them to his right wing, where they might 
have made a difference in the final outcome 
of the campaign. 

The second engagement was the Battle 
of the Ardennes, named for the forested 
area in southern Belgium to the west of 
Luxembourg. The German Fourth and 
Fifth armies, forming the pivot of the great 
German wheel at the center of the Western 
Front, had been moving forward slowly, 
regulating their advance with the speed 
of the hammerhead, the First and Second 
armies further to the north. The zones of 
advance for the German Fourth and Fifth 


armies caused them to collide with the 
French Third and Fourth armies on Au- 
gust 22. The French attacked vigorously, 
taking enormous losses, and finally fell 
back after three days of bloody fighting. 
Receiving reports of a smashing victory, 
German headquarters got the impression 
that the two French armies had been al- 
most eliminated. In fact, they were ready 
and able to fight again. 

The third engagement was the Battle 
of the Sambre, which took place at the 
angle formed by the confluence of the 
Sambre and Meuse rivers near Namur, 
and where the French Fifth Army had 
taken up a position by August 20. On 
August 21, advance units of the Ger- 
man Second Army reached the Sambre 
River and attacked. A bloody, discon- 
nected battle followed, lasting into the 
night. The French counterattacked on 
the following day but were thrown back 
with heavy losses. The commander of 
the French Fifth Army, General Charles 
Lanrezac, planned to attack again on Au- 
gust 23, but received news that the Ger- 
man Third Army had crossed the Meuse 
River to the south, forcing him to send 
some of his forces there to head off the 
Germans, protect his rear area, and allow 
the rest of his forces to withdraw. It was 
another German victory, but the French 
Fifth Army had survived to fight again. 
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The fourth engagement was the Battle 
of Mons, where the BEF had taken up a 
position on August 22. Advance units of 
the German First Army struck the Brit- 
ish position on August 23 and launched 
a series of attacks in close formation, 
which gave the British marksmen an op- 
portunity to inflict heavy casualties. But 
the BEF, being greatly outnumbered, and 
hearing that the French Fifth Army was 
withdrawing on its right flank, realized 
that it would be futile to stand alone and 
began a retreat on August 24. 

Although the Battle of the Frontiers 
resulted in the collapse of the French of- 
fensive plan, General Joffre and his staff 
now had a better understanding of the 
German plan and set about to take ap- 
propriate countermeasures. Moltke, on 
the other hand, elated by the exaggerated 
reports of German successes, entertained 
the illusion that he was on the verge of 
winning the war. At this time, the Russians 
had already started to invade East Prussia 
and the news from the Eastern Front was 
not good. Moltke felt that he could afford 
to transfer some of his forces from the 
Second and Third armies to East Prussia. 
Moltke was thus doing the very opposite 
of what Schlieffen had always stressed: 
“Keep the right wing strong!” 

After three days of retreat from Mons, 
the BEF decided to stand its ground at Le 
Cateau on August 26. The German First 
Army attacked and threatened to envelop 
the British forces, but the French Second 
Cavalry Corps arrived just in time to divert 
the attention of the Germans and allow 
the British to withdraw. Meanwhile, the 
French Fifth Army was retreating from 
its action on the Sambre River to the area 
around Guise, situated about 15 miles 
south of Le Cateau. The German Second 
Army arrived on August 29 and attacked 
from the north, driving back the French 


Moltke, elated by the exaggerated 


reports of German successes, entertained 
the illusion that he was on the verge 

of winning the war. At this time, the 
Russians had already started to invade 
East Prussia and the news from the 


Eastern Front was not good. 
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Battle of Liége: Because German General Helmuth von Moltke decided not to move through 
southern Holland in the opening offensive on the Western Front, this forced German forces to 
have to neutralize the Belgian fortress of Liége. German cavalry are shown assembling prior to 


the attack on the city. 


troops. French reserves were then brought 
up and, in a general counterattack, drove 
the Germans north until darkness closed 
the battle. The German Second Army was 
so badly mauled that it stood in place for a 
day and a half, thus allowing the BEF and 
the French Fifth Army to continue their 
retreat without interference. 

After the Battle of Le Cateau, the Ger- 
man First Army, under the command of 
General Alexander von Kluck, continued 
its march to the southwest. On August 30, 
Kluck received a message from General 
Karl von Biilow, commander of the Ger- 
man Second Army, announcing that the 
French at Guise had been defeated “in a 
decisive fashion” and requesting Kluck to 
help exploit the victory by moving south- 
eastward. Kluck realized that Moltke at 
headquarters should be consulted, but the 
speed of communications was such that 
several days would elapse before he could 
receive a reply. Meanwhile, 
the golden opportunity de- 
scribed by Biilow would 
have passed. Kluck there- 
fore decided to do as Billow 
wished and changed his di- 
rection of advance, so as to 
pass to the east of Paris, rath- 
er than to the west, a decision 
that was to have far-reaching 
consequences. 

Kluck’s change in direction 


was noted by the French, which induced 
Joffre to change his strategic plan and halt 
the limits of the Allied retreat southward 
to a huge arc extending from Paris to Ver- 
dun. Joffre’s revised plan also called for 
the newly assembled French Sixth Army in 
Paris to be ready for a quick counterstroke. 
Moltke was aware that French forces build- 
ing up in Paris were becoming formidable 
and that sizable German forces would be 
needed to hold them off, until the envelop- 
ment of the main French armies had been 
completed. Moltke therefore ordered Kluck 
to move his army in such a manner as to 
protect the German right flank, but failed 
to inform Kluck of the French forces build- 
ing up in Paris. It appeared to Kluck that 
Moltke wanted the French forces to be 
driven southeastward, away from Paris. 
Because of the poor communications with 
German headquarters, Kluck decided to 
continue his advance southward, in order 
to cross the Marne River and overtake the 
French Fifth Army (now commanded by 
General Louis Franchet d’Esperey) with 
the bulk of his forces, while leaving a 
smaller force north of the Mame River, in 
order to guard against any threat from the 
direction of Paris. 


Beginning of the End 

Allied forces began their counterattack 
along the whole length of the front from 
Paris to Verdun on September 5. At the 
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eastern end of the battle line the assault 
achieved little. At the western end, how- 
ever, the BEF joined an effective coun- 
teroffensive that was spearheaded by the 
newly formed French Ninth Army. But it 
was the outflanking move of the French 
Sixth Army from Paris that did the most 
to unhinge the German position. Finally 
aware that the French Sixth Army was a 
major threat to his rear, Kluck ordered his 
troops to withdraw northward across the 
Marne River to the French Sixth Army 
front. This maneuver created a wide gap 
between the German First and Second 
armies, and would ultimately lead to the 
abandonment of the Schlieffen Plan and 
the doom of the German campaign on the 
Western Front. 

During the ensuing battles, the Ger- 
mans initially gained the upper hand. 
However, the BEF was able to exploit the 
gap that had opened between the German 
First and Second armies and advanced 
into it, which threw Moltke into a panic. 
The limited amount of information filter- 
ing into German headquarters convinced 
Moltke that the battle was in the process 
of being lost. On September 8, he dis- 
patched a staff officer, Colonel Richard 
Hentsch, from his headquarters in Bel- 
gium to the battlefront, with the authority 
to order a retreat, should Hentsch judge 
it to be necessary. Hentsch drove along 
the battlefront, became convinced that 
the situation near Paris was critical, and 
ordered a retreat to the Aisne River on 
September 9. The retreat was intended 
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to be temporary and, after regrouping, 
the Germans would try to resume their 
advance. 

By September 14, German forces had 
completed their retreat and had set up 
formidable defensive positions along the 
Aisne River. When the Allies’ repeated 
frontal attacks against these positions 
failed, they attempted to envelop the Ger- 
man flank on the north. This initiated a 
series of enveloping maneuvers by both 
sides, each determined to outflank the 
other, which succeeded only in extending 
the front farther and farther northward. 
The final clashes took place between the 
Lys River and the English Channel in the 
First Battle of Ypres from October 12 to 
November 11. The Allies and the Ger- 
mans fought desperately to succeed in 
this last opportunity for envelopment, but 
without success. Exhausted and running 
low on ammunition, the two sides began 
to dig in and strengthen their positions. 
Trench warfare was about to begin. 

By the end of 1914, it had become ap- 
parent that both the French Plan XVII 
and the German Schlieffen Plan had 
completely failed. Under the prevailing 
circumstances, Plan XVII was unrealis- 
tic and never had a chance of success. 
General Joffre had underestimated Ger- 
man capabilities for a major campaign 
west of the Meuse River, and the French 
attacks were made over terrain that was 
not favorable for large-scale offensive ac- 
tion. Also, an unreasonable faith had been 
placed in the deeply implanted French of- 
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fensive strategy: 80 percent of the infan- 
try officers were either killed or wounded 
during the first five months of the war. 
Joffre was responsible for the disastrous 
Plan XVII but, when his strategy col- 
lapsed in the Battle of the Frontiers, he 
did not panic or get discouraged. Instead, 
he kept his head and shifted forces to the 
left wing, in order to halt the German ad- 
vance and then to counterattack. Joffre 
maintained good communications with 
his officers throughout the campaign. As 
a result, he was always familiar with the 
military situation, and his subordinates 
were never in doubt as to what he wanted 
them to do. 

The Schlieffen Plan depended for its suc- 
cess on close control, speed of execution, 
and a strong encircling right wing. It failed 
primarily because of General von Moltke’s 
lack of direction and control, for which 
inadequate communications were partly 
to blame. It is difficult to understand why 
the Germans, who were usually precise and 
well prepared, had neglected this vital area 
of military support. Moltke remained aloof 
in his headquarters far to the rear and let 
his subordinates have their own way. As a 
result, they failed to cooperate with each 
other and did not follow the strategic plan. 
All German commanders made the error 
of interpreting their early successes as 
decisive victories and the planned French 
withdrawal as a total rout. The Battle of the 
Marne was a great strategic victory for the 
Allies, and it turned out to be the turning 
point of the entire war. 


Battle of the Marne: German forces 
shown in red, French and British in blue. 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Burglar Shot by Grandma 


FOX10 News out of Prichard, Alabama, 
reported on July 21 about a 63-year-old 
grandmother who refused to play the role of 
a helpless victim. Phyliss Law told FOX10 
News that this latest incident was the sec- 
ond time she had been targeted for a bur- 
glary but that she was ready this time. Law 
was home with her granddaughter when 
they heard the sounds of someone trying 
to break in. Law told FOX10 News, “We 
heard this crackling, like wood popping and 
stuff. I said, ‘Oh my god, he tryin’ to come 
in.’ So I backed up to my room and got my 
gun and got my extra clip.” After arming 
herself with her 9mm handgun, she told her 
granddaughter to hide in a closet while she 
knelt down behind a couch. 

The intruder entered the residence and 
immediately turned on the lights. That 
was when Law knew that the trespasser 
had been in her home before. “Next thing 
I know, he hit the lights and put all the 
lights on and I’m saying to myself, ‘This 
person been here before to know where 
all my lights at,”” she told FOX10 News. 
Law didn’t wait long before she jumped 
up from behind the couch and fired at the 
man. Police say she shot the suspect in the 
head, who then fell injured to the floor. The 
injured suspect crawled across the floor 
and tried to hide behind an air condition- 
ing unit. The feisty grandmother fired two 
more shots in his direction. 

Authorities soon arrived and discovered 
the injured assailant in the home. They also 
arrested a suspected accomplice nearby. 
The injured suspect is expected to survive 
his wounds. In the aftermath of the break- 
in and shooting, this grandma is livid about 
the crime that has plagued her once-peace- 
ful community. “They come in on peoples. 
When they coming in, they coming in and 
you don’t know what they have on ’em. A 
lot of them come in people’s houses, kill 
’em, take what they want, and leave. Like I 
said, not here. No, no, they are not going to 
just walk up in here!” Law said. 


Another Tough Grandma 


Seventy-three-year-old Hilda Douglas of 
Gwinnet County, Georgia, challenged the 
conventional wisdom among criminals 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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that senior citizens make easy targets. The 
Atlanta CBS affiliate reported on August 
22 that Douglas was home alone when 
she heard her doorbell ring, followed by 
the sound of glass shattering. The quick- 
thinking Douglas grabbed her gun, locked 
herself in her bedroom, and called 911. 

Authorities say the intruder went to her 
bedroom door and began trying to force 
his way in. Douglas was on the phone 
with the police and can be heard on the 
recording yelling at the intruder, “Get out 
now while you’re still alive. Go. Get out, 
get out now. Get out!” Douglas then fired 
several shots through her door. The shots 
apparently found their mark because the 
police caught a suspect when he went to 
a local hospital with a gunshot wound 
to the upper chest. Gwinnet County Po- 
lice Corporal Ed Ritter told CBS News, 
“Everybody has a right to defend them- 
selves from imminent physical harm or 
death.... This lady believed that was what 
was going to happen to her and she acted 
appropriately. She hit the suspect and he 
fled from the house after that.... She did 
everything appropriately. She contacted 
911. She was informing them of what was 
happening in her home and that she was in 
fear for her life.” 


Luxury Hotel Shooting 


The San Antonio Express News reported 
out of San Antonio, Texas, that a man suf- 
fering from mental issues was shot dead 
by a concealed carry holder at the 34-story 
Grand Hyatt luxury hotel. The incident 
happened on July 12 when 34-year-old 
Moises Torres, a hotel guest, began ran- 
domly banging on hotel room doors on the 
sixth floor. One of the occupants opened 
the door, only to allegedly be told by Tor- 
res that Torres was “looking for someone to 
kall.” The man slammed his door shut, and 
Torres continued down the hallway, caus- 
ing a disturbance by yelling and breaking 
lights. Forty-three-year-old John Neal was 
in a nearby room and called security to re- 
port the dangerous man. Neal has a con- 
cealed carry permit and had his pistol with 
him. Once the commotion calmed down, he 
opened his door to see if the man had left. 
Authorities say that as soon as Neal opened 


the door, Torres charged at him and Neal 
fired his gun, hitting Torres in the chest and 
fatally injuring him. No charges are expect- 
ed to be filed against Neal. 


Advice for Criminals 


The NBC affiliate out of Southern Califor- 
nia reported on a botched home invasion 
that shocked a normally quiet neighbor- 
hood. The incident occurred in the city of 
Diamond Bar, where a would-be burglar 
broke into a dwelling that he apparently 
believed was unoccupied. But the home- 
owner was home, and also armed with a 
handgun, which he fired at the intruder. 
The shot scared off the suspected burglar, 
who fled the scene in a getaway car with 
tinted windows. Neighbors were shocked 
to hear of the incident. Sandy Figueroa, 
who lives in the area with her husband, 
told NBC, “Oh my God! That’s scary! ... 
If I had a gun, I’d probably do the same 
thing, but that’s scary.” 

Sally Wagner, who is in charge of the 
neighborhood watch group, told NBC that 
you “just never know.... You just take your 
chances when you do something very dis- 
honest.” Wagner did have some advice for 
would-be criminals who might think it’s 
the easy path to take what you want instead 
of earning it. Wagner told NBC, “Number 
one, go to work like everyone else!” 


Family First 
The Times-Picayune out of New Orleans 
reported on August 21 that a married cou- 
ple was relaxing in their backyard when a 
masked gunman trespassed on their prop- 
erty and demanded that they enter their 
home and turn over all of their money. The 
husband, thinking of the well-being of his 
children who were inside the house, quick- 
ly reached for his own handgun, which he 
fired at the thug. The shots hit the trespass- 
er in his chest, and the suspect died on the 
scene. A neighbor described the homeown- 
er who fired the shots as a family-oriented 
man who “had to do what he had to do to 
protect his family, his household.” Authori- 
ties are reviewing the shooting but said that 
it appears to be justified. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Punishing Businesses 
Has Consequences 


ITEM: The White House, reported the 
Voice of America News for September 
2, “says it has no timeline for executive 
action on so-called corporate inversion 
deals, in which some American compa- 
nies are buying foreign companies to re- 
incorporate abroad and pay a lower tax 
rate. Billions of dollars are at stake in 
the squabble over a tax tactic called ‘in- 
version,’ and President Barack Obama 
believes is not fair to their American 
competitors or the hard-working Ameri- 
can taxpayer.” 

The piece, written by Jim Randle, goes 
on to note that many large companies 
based in the United States, 


including drug makers and a fast 
food giant, already have moved or 
are considering moving their legal 
corporate residence from the United 
States to other nations with lower 
corporate tax rates. 

The president has said the growing 
trend is hurting the economy. 


ITEM: Writing in the New Republic for 
August 29, in an article entitled “Republi- 
cans Are Using Tax Reform as an Excuse 
to Let Corporations Avoid U.S. Taxes,” 
Danny Vinik maintains that there is a 
“fatal flaw” in “every conservative argu- 
ment against closing the inversion loop- 
hole: it assumes corporate tax reform will 
be deficit-neutral.”’ 
ITEM: Jn a speech made by Barack Obama 
in Los Angeles on July 24, the president 
blasted “a small but growing group of big 
corporations that are fleeing the country 
to get out of paying taxes” — drawing 
boos from the crowd. 

Obama went on: “My attitude is I dont 
care if it's legal — it’s wrong. (Applause.)” 

The president said that he didnt be- 
grudge companies from turning a profit. 
However, he told the crowd, “But you dont 
get to pick the tax rate you pay. Folks, if 
you're a secretary or you’re a construc- 
tion worker, you don t say, you know what, 
I feel like paying a little less, so let me do 
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Tax traitors: President Obama condemned U.S. corporations that buy overseas companies so 
that they would be taxed under those countries’ rules. Obama called companies that make these 


business inversions “corporate deserters.” 


that. You dont get a chance to do that. 
These companies shouldnt either.” 

He also threw out the epithet of “corpo- 
rate deserters” and said that the “unpa- 
triotic tax loophole” needed to be closed. 
CORRECTION: Beware of tax collectors 
who wrap themselves in the flag — as if 
feeding the beast residing in the federal 
coffers were the prime responsibility of 
American people and businesses. 

Some basic understanding is needed 
beyond the deceptive tub-thumping about 
so-called deserters — especially when the 
haranguing is coming from an adminis- 
tration whose policies have helped make 
American firms less competitive and 
whose reactions would worsen the situ- 
ation. As has been noted by N. Gregory 
Mankiw, an economics professor at Har- 
vard, “A corporate chief who arranges a 
merger that increases the company’s after- 
tax profit is doing his or her job. To forgo 
that opportunity would be failing to act as 
a responsible fiduciary for shareholders.” 

The president, who is trying to drive a 
wedge between “normal” taxpayers and 
evil corporations with respective tax obli- 
gations, is pretending that only the latter try 
to minimize what is owed. That ignores the 
massive industry of tax preparers that has 
emerged and is used by tens of millions of 
Americans, because the tax code is so con- 


fusing and massive and the IRS is pitiless in 
enforcing every last jot and tittle within it. 

Professor Mankiw pointed out several 
months ago what noted U.S. Second Cir- 
cuit Court Judge Learned Hand had to say 
on this general issue: “Anyone may arrange 
his affairs so that his taxes shall be as low as 
possible; he is not bound to choose that pat- 
tern which best pays the treasury.” There is, 
remarked Hand, “not even a patriotic duty 
to increase one’s taxes.” 

Overseas, this point seems to be better 
understood. Reuters put it this way about 
the acquisition by Burger King of the Can- 
ada-based Tim Hortons company and the 
projected moving of some of its tax base: 


It would be perfectly legal for Bur- 
ger King to reduce its U.S. tax bill 
through the Canadian move. Chas 
Roy-Chowdhury, Head of Taxation 
at the Association of Chartered Cer- 
tified Accountants in London, said 
companies all over the world manage 
their tax bills so they don’t have to 
pay more tax than necessary. 

“Tf the U.S. doesn’t like inversion 
deals, it should change the law to 
prevent them. The U.S. has a leaky 
corporation tax system which en- 
courages companies to park profits 
offshore,” he said. 
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Corporations and individual taxpayers, 
in short, tend to act in their own interests. 
Should that be a surprise? Who wrote these 
laws, anyway? The “loopholes” didn’t ma- 
terialize because secretaries and construc- 
tion workers — the “folks” in the president’s 
patronizing vernacular — demanded them. 

There’s a lot of demagoguery and misun- 
derstanding surrounding this issue, which 
is just the way statist politicians prefer — 
so they can duck the blame or at least de- 
flect it. This, however, is not a tax that just 
hits those greedy “fat cats” that can be so 
convenient to loathe. As Harvard Business 
School’s Mihir Desai has noted of the cor- 
porate income tax: It “is going to be borne 
by shareholders, workers, or customers.” 

Meanwhile, compare the U.S. tax situ- 
ation for domestic-based businesses with 
that faced by many overseas competitors. 
As pointed out earlier this year by the Tax 
Foundation: 


In today’s globalized world, U.S. cor- 
porations are increasingly at a com- 
petitive disadvantage. They currently 
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face the highest statutory corporate 
income tax rate in the world at 39.1 
percent. This overall rate is a combi- 
nation of our 35 percent federal rate 
and the average rate levied by U.S. 
states. Corporations headquartered in 
the 33 other industrialized countries 
that make up the Organization for 
Economic Cooperation and Devel- 
opment (OECD), however, face an 
average rate of 25 percent. 

Even corporations in high-tax Eu- 
ropean countries such as Belgium 
(34 percent), France (34.4 percent), 
and Sweden (22 percent) face much 
lower rates than those in the United 
States. Our largest trading partners — 
Canada, Japan, and the United King- 
dom — have each cut their corporate 
tax rates over the past few years to 
become more competitive. 


Some other comparisons are even more re- 
vealing, and not in a good way. Writing in 
the Daily Telegraph in the U.K., American 
economic analyst Daniel Mitchell took 


Duty to pay? According to many Americans, it is unjust for corporations such as Burger King 
to arrange to pay taxes in foreign countries, instead of the United States. But by moving, the 
corporations can remain cost competitive, make money for investors, and retain employees. 
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note of a study by German economists that 
ranked the United States at 94 out of 100 
countries for overall “business tax attrac- 
tiveness” — trailing, among others, Paki- 
stan, Greece, Russia, and Nigeria. 

Not everyone, in other words, thinks the 
way to build up an economy is to weigh 
down its businesses. There’s only so much 
one can effectively squeeze from people or 
groups of people called corporations. We 
are once more finding out that increasing 
tax rates can be counterproductive — even 
to the government that skims off the top, 
middle, and bottom. 

Paying taxes is part of the cost of doing 
business. But those costs, if one is to sur- 
vive, are recovered from customers. If 
such costs are driven too high and become 
uncompetitive, companies may move — 
or fold. Some may go to a different state; 
some go across the border. Businesses, as 
even the White House knows, are not de- 
signed to be money-losing propositions. 

The obverse holds as well. If corporate 
taxes are lower, so are business costs. The 
pressure from competition tends to cause 
companies to pass on the cost savings to 
consumers in lower prices. 

Laurence Kotlikoff, an author and a 
professor of economics at Boston Uni- 
versity, has discussed how he and his col- 
leagues developed an economic model 
that looks at various regions around the 
world, including the United States. The 
model takes into consideration “changing 
demographics and each country’s fiscal 
policies over many generations.” 

As aresult, an analysis is possible of both 
the short-term and long-term economic ef- 
fects from various tax changes, includ- 
ing corporate tax reform, as shown in the 
paper entitled “Simulating the Elimination 
of the U.S. Corporate Income Tax.” Says 
Kotlikoff, their analysis demonstrates that 
“eliminating the U.S. corporate tax — hold- 
ing constant the corporate tax rates of other 
countries — would produce a rapid and 
dramatic increase in domestic investment, 
GDP, real wages and national saving.” 

The Canadian deal involving Burger 
King that sparked so much interest didn’t 
happen by chance. While more than taxa- 
tion obviously enters into business deci- 
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The business of business: Businesses’ number one reason for existing is to make money. They 
can be drawn in by lowering taxes and easing regulatory loads. Delaware is known for being pro- 
business, and 60 percent of Fortune 500 companies are incorporated there. 


sions, consider the direction that Canada 
has been going. Starting in the 1990s, as 
pointed out by Chris Edwards, tax policy 
director at the Cato Institute, Canada has 
slashed its federal corporate tax rate from 
28 percent to its current 15 percent. As he 
wrote in the New York Times for July 22: 


Businesses have responded by shift- 
ing more reported profits into Can- 
ada and boosting investment. That 
response has meant that Canada col- 
lects more in corporate tax revenues 
today (1.9 percent of gross domestic 
product) than it did in the 1990s (1.7 
percent) when it had a higher tax rate. 
The government and businesses both 
gained from the reform. 


By contrast, federal policies in the United 
States are keeping major companies from 
making what could be considerable in- 
vestments in this country because to do 
so would be too costly. The phenomenon 
has been explained by Yevgeniy Feyman, 
a fellow at the Manhattan Institute: 


Most developed economies use 
what’s known as a “territorial” tax 
system. Under such an approach, in- 
come is only taxed when it’s earned 
domestically. So a U.K.-headquar- 
tered company will only pay U.K. 
taxes on its British income. The Unit- 
ed States, however, employs a hybrid 
between a territorial and worldwide 
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system. U.S. citizens and corpora- 
tions are required to pay U.S. taxes 
on all income — even if that income 
is earned outside of the country. 
(The tax system provides credits for 
foreign taxes paid, which reduce or 
eliminate double taxation of income.) 


He went on, writing in Forbes.com for 
August 25: 


But foreign income is only taxed upon 
repatriation — when it is brought back 
to American shores. At this point 
the incentives should be fairly clear 
— companies have every reason to 
avoid bringing their earnings back to 
the U.S. ifthey were earned in a lower 
corporate tax rate country. So it’s not 
hard to see why firms hold somewhere 
around $2 trillion abroad in unremit- 
ted earnings, according to the Center 
for Budget and Policy Priorities. 


It’s a dubious notion that paying more 
taxes than obliged is some sort of patriot- 
ism. Consider that even political dissem- 
blers in New York state, for instance, are 
hardly likely to question the patriotism of 
Empire State companies for incorporating 
in Delaware. People know Delaware as a 
business-friendly state. More than 60 per- 
cent of Fortune 500 companies are incor- 
porated in Delaware, as are more than half 
of all publicly traded firms. Incorporating 
there is seen as a logical business decision. 


State governments’ tax and other busi- 
ness practices, and the results, should also 
provide lessons to those examining the na- 
tional tax structure. For instance, econo- 
mist Stephen Moore compared how jobs 
were created in two large states (Texas 
and Florida) with no income taxes and two 
large ones with close to the highest such 
taxes (California and New York), which 
go up to about 13 percent. Moore used 
payroll data going back to 1990. Here 
were his results, as he noted in the Daily 
Signal in mid-August: 


Texas, up 65%; Florida, 46%; entire 
U.S., 27%; California, 24%; New 
York, 9%. The Texas jobs growth rate 
exceeded California’s by more than 
2.7 to 1. (Weather doesn’t explain that, 
nor does the oil-price spike, because 
California is also one of the largest oil- 
producing states.) The Florida growth 
rate exceeded New York’s by about 5 
to 1. Florida had almost double Cali- 
fornia’s job growth rate. 

Arthur Laffer and I have examined 
the data back to 1970 in our book, An 
Inquiry into the Nature and Causes 
of the Wealth of States. No matter 
what 10 year period we reviewed 
from 1970 to 2012, we found that 
collectively the states with no in- 
come tax outperformed the highest 
income-tax states in terms of popu- 
lation growth rates and real personal 
income growth. 


Should we be astounded that businesses 
also prefer to reside where they are made 
welcome? 

Columnist Charles Krauthammer has 
commented on the recent spate of inver- 
sions being an outgrowth of the adminis- 
tration’s own policies — with corporations 
wanting to “move before Obama outlaws 
it, locking them into America’s anti-com- 
petitive corporate tax rate.” 

If the administration really wanted to 
stop inversions, there’s a way to do so: 
Slash corporate taxes. And then step out 
of the way and watch the resultant eco- 
nomic boom. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JACK KENNY 


Barons of the “Boob Tube” Still Beating War Drums 


s President Obama 
expands the new 
and improved war 


in Iraq, with no U.S. ground 
troops and added bombs for 
Syria, the talking heads of 
punditry featured on the na- 
tion’s TV screens who are 
commenting on his plans are 
mostly the same folks who 
were cheerleading for the 
last Iraq War. That was dur- 
ing the long “run up” to the 
March 2003 invasion and 
during the early stages of the 
war itself, when the “Mission 
Accomplished” banner hung 
over President Bush on the 
aircraft carrier and foreign 
policy guru Kenneth Adelman was publicly congratulating 
himself on the accuracy of his prediction that the war would 
be a “cakewalk.” What is less obvious is the absence, with few 
exceptions, of public figures who were rightly either skeptical 
of or outright opposed to the Iraq misadventure all along. Alas, 
those prophetic “naysayers” appear to have been dropped down 
a major media memory hole. 

Even retired General Brent Scowcroft, a former establishment 
icon who served both Presidents Gerald Ford and George H.W. 
Bush as national security advisor, is among the missing analysts 
on the major network news programs. In August of 2002, more 
than six months before the launch of “Operation Iraqi Freedom,” 
Scowcroft penned an op-ed piece that appeared in the Wall Street 
Journal under the headline, “Don’t Attack Saddam.” In it, the old 
general had this to say about the promised “cakewalk” to Baghdad 
and the war we were told would “pay for itself” with Iraqi oil: 


The United States could certainly defeat the Iraqi mili- 
tary and destroy Saddam’s regime. But it would not be a 
cakewalk. On the contrary, it undoubtedly would be very 
expensive — with serious consequences for the U.S. and 
global economy — and could as well be bloody.... Finally, 
if we are to achieve our strategic objectives in Iraq, a mili- 
tary campaign very likely would have to be followed by a 
large-scale, long-term military occupation. 


Former UN weapons inspector Scott Ritter warned in the months 
leading up to the Bush invasion against leaping to a war-gone 
conclusion about the presence of those mysterious “weapons of 
mass destruction” that neither he and his team nor subsequent 
weapons inspectors had managed to find in Iraq. 

“T’m not giving Iraq a clean bill of health,” Ritter said on the 
September 9, 2002 edition of CNN’s American Morning. “But, 
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again, we’re talking about war 
here.... Let’s get the inspectors 
back in, let’s get them to find 
out what the ultimate dispo- 
sition of these weapons pro- 
grams are, and if Iraq has no 
weapons of mass destruction 
program, thank goodness, we 
just defused a war.” 

The inspectors did go back 
in, and found no WMDs, but 
the war went on as scheduled. 
And Ritter has seldom been 
heard from since. Discredited 
for excessive truth telling. 

Warren Strobel and Jona- 
than Landay were writing 
stories for the Knight Ridder 
news agency in the months 
before the war that seriously challenged the Bush-Cheney nar- 
rative. “Lack of Hard Evidence of Iraqi Weapons Worries Top 
U.S. Officials” was the headline over a Landay story published 
on September 6, 2002. Then there was AP reporter Charles 
Hanley, whose report “Inspectors Have Covered CIA’s Sites of 
‘Concern’ and Reported No Violations” appeared on January 
18, 2003. “Who’s Charles Hanley?” you ask. Never heard of 
Landay and Strobel? Well, then. See what a good job the “inane 
stream” media is doing? 

So who is showing up on the broadcast and cable news talk 
shows with their insightful analyses of developments in Iraq and 
Syria? Well, William Kristol, founder and editor of the Wars ‘R’ 
Us journal the Weekly Standard, pops up a lot. David Brooks, 
who wrote journalistic odes to Bush’s war for Kristol’s maga- 
zine, is now a New York Times columnist and a regular on PBS’s 
NewsHour. Karl Rove, the Bush political advisor who told Re- 
publicans in ’02 that support for the upcoming Iraq War would 
improve the party’s prospects in the fall elections, is a fixture on 
Fox News. And Senator John McCain, the Arizona Republican 
and former presidential nominee who has seldom seen a country 
he wouldn’t bomb, is everywhere on the TV talk-show circuit. 

Former Vice President Dick Cheney, arguably the chief archi- 
tect of the Iraq War, is also a frequent guest on the network news 
shows. Nearly six years out of office and the survivor of a heart 
transplant, Cheney has lost none of his energy and enthusiasm 
for the beating of war drums. He has lately been calling for a halt 
in the drawdown of American troops in Afghanistan, willingness 
to “take military action if necessary” in Iran, and “full backing 
and support” of those fighting the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt. 

“In summary,” wrote Washington Post columnist Dana Mill- 
bank, Cheney’s prescription for the peace and security of Amer- 
ica is “War, war and more war.’ It hasn’t worked in real life, but 
it still plays well on national television. 
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For decades the Green Movement has claimed that 
Earth is threatened by the activity and even the exis- 
tence of mankind. Green policies dictate that we should 
relinquish our liberties to “save” the planet. This film 
challenges these Green philosophies, explores issues 
such as carbon emissions, climate change, overpopu- 
lation, and natural resources, and unmasks the UN’s 
Agenda 21 plan. Blue asserts that greater freedom 
means a better planet. (2014, DVD, 58min, $17.95) 
DVDBLUE 


Crying Wolf 

Examining the reintroduction of wolves to Yellowstone 
National Park, J.D. King uncovers big bad political and 
environmental agendas concerning money, power, 
and government control over the rights, property, 
and livelihoods of thousands of Americans. Find out 
who is really crying wolf. (2011, DVD, 59min, $14.95) 
DVDCW 


Soviet defector Anatoliy Golitsyn foretold plans for communism to become an even 
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more potent force, including the fall of the Iron Curtain, “cooperation” with the West, 
and much more. (1990ed, 412pp, pb, $29.95) BKNLFO 


The Communist Manifesto 

This basic historical document by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels sets forth the 
principles of communism that still haunt the world today, though not always under 
the name “communism.” (2009ed, 60pp, pb, 1/$5.95ea; 10-24/$5.25ea; 25-99/$4.95ea; 
100+/$4.25ea) BKCM 


America for Sale 

Jerome Corsi blows the whistle on a movement to undercut the fundamental prin- 
ciples of limited government that America’s Founding Fathers fought and died for. 
(2009ed, 336pp, hb, $26.95) BKAFS 


Tragedy & Hope: A History of the World in Our Time 

The late professor Carroll Quigley praises the efforts of an “international Anglophile 
network” whose goal is to rule the world. He boasts of having been permitted “to 
examine its papers and secret records,’ and confirms the existence of an overarch- 
ing conspiracy. (1997ed, 1348pp, hb, $42.95) BKTAH 
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